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‘Colonels’ Danger 


Is a military coup in Britain possible? 
This is the latest game of words being played 
by the opinion-moulding industry. Actually, 
it is not all that new; novels dealing with the 
subject have been in vogue for some time and 
a television series on the same theme was 
shown two or three years ago. It is only 
recently, however, that it has been taken 
up by writers in Fleet Street. What seem to 
have given impetus to these speculations are 
a number. of statements by leading soldiers 
about the need for ‘counter-insurgency’ pre- 
paration and the recent launching of an 
organisation by General Sir Walter Walker 
purporting to aim at readiness to keep the 
country going in the event of massive strikes 
and possible revolutionary violence. 

Some of our readers have written to 
ask us what we think about all this. 

Well, first of all let us say one thing: 
this journal is not a doctrinaire supporter of 


parliamentary government as an end in 
itself; it is a supporter of good government 
that operates in the national interest. If the 
parliamentary democratic system can pro- 
vide that, so much the better. If it cannot, 
the question which the nation will have to 
ask itself is: is the survival of parliamentary 
democracy more important than the survival 
of Britain? Undoubtedly, to many of our 
political and journalistic intelligentsia this 
question is as good as answered almost 
before it is asked — the answer is an un- 
qualified Yes. The possibility of any threat 
to their cherished ‘liberal’ institutions fills 
them with a horror which they eloquently 
spell out in the most bloodthirsty terms. No 
such horror, and no such language of alarm, 
ever seems to be expressed at the much 
more imminent prospect of national ex- 
tinction. 

So far as we are concerned, the 
answer to the same question is decidedly 
No. The survival, and the national recovery, 
of Britain stands as top priority over all. We 
will support whatever political methods are 
necessary to attain that end, although we 
admit to a marked preference to democratic 
methods so long as such methods can be 
found which will work. We do not take the 
view that some take that God is a democrat 
— or an autocrat. We do not take the view 
that either of those systems is more morally 
right than the other. There have been good 
and bad democracies, and there have been 
good and bad autocracies. Normally speaking, 
democracy is better suited to the British 
character and tradition, but it is not an 
absolute good which carries in itself its own 
justification; it must show that it can meet 
the needs of national existence. 

If there is a prospect of a military 
take-over in this country in the not so 
distant future, we would view it with great 
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circumspection for a much more down-to- 
earth reason than that of ideology. We believe 
that in any grouping of service officers that 
might conceivably become the instruments of 
such a take-over there simply is not the 
necessary political acumen, expertise, know- 
ledge and wisdom to turn such an event to 
the national advantage. Such men are there- 
fore likely to become no more than the 
pawns of forces much cleverer and worldly 
wise than themselves. No doubt these 
gentlemen would, with great sincerity, believe 
that they were saving the country from the 
ravages of the Left, and so far as the overt 
and more obvious Left — the Left of the 
street mobs and militant trade unionists — 
is concerned that may well be so. 

But the likelihood is that in doing this 
they would be only delivering us into the 
hands of the much more sinister, because 
concealed, Left — the Left of the sophis- 
ticated world government bureaucracy, with 
its tentacles of international finance and its 
highly matured machine of conspiracy and 
terror — a Left that is so adaptable in its 
guises that it can often look like the most 
Conservative and ‘patriotic’? Right — to all 
except those who are versed and trained in 
world affairs from the counter-conspiratorial 
point of view. 

For this reason we believe that there 
is no foreseeable military coup in Britain that 
is going to do Britain any good. 


Lions tour and leftist cant 


It seems that on whatever side you 
stand regarding sports fixtures with South 
Africa politics has to come into it. 

Those who objected to the British 
Lions rugby team going to South Africa did 
so because, they said, their going would 
imply endorsement of Apartheid. The argu- 
ment of these people seems to be that to 
boycott South Africa in sport will force her 
to put an end to Apartheid. 

That this sick minority was ignored 
and the Lions went to South Africa is 
something that delighted nearly everybody. 
The Lions acquitted themselves magnificently 
in a stirring series and came home the proud 
victors, giving a much needed boost tg 
British sporting morale. Had it all ended 
there we would have all been happy. | 

But no, this was not to be. The anti- 
Apartheid gramophone record must not be 
allowed to cease playing. When the Lions 
came home to great popular acclaim the 
propagandists introduced a new angle. The 
tour had been a good thing, they said, 
because South Africa’s defeat had shown 
her that her teams needed coloured players! 

This is sheer downright rubbish. South 
Africa, from her small white population, has 
often enough in the past been able to 
produce teams capable of beating those 
from Britain, and she no doubt will be 
again. That the balance of the rugby pendu- 
lum happens currently to be in our favour 
is very nice, but it will swing back in the 


South Africans’ favour, as it is always apt 
to do in sport. 

In the meantime we do not suppose 
that the South Africans are so silly as to 
think that momentary sporting success is 
more important to their country than its 
long term national future and survival in the 
world. 

One only expects that sort of silliness 
from contemporary British newspapers. 


Behind the Greek business 


According to the Late Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, “things don’t just happen — you 
can bet they were planned that way.” One 
was reminded of this by the events in Cyprus 
and Greece at the end of July, events which 
bore all the marks of having been a part of 
the big game of international power politics. 

Readers will recall that a coup d’etat 
by Greek officers in Cyprus against President 
Makarios was followed immediately by a 
Turkish invasion of the island. Although this 
invasion amounted to a blatant act of armed 
aggression, ‘world opinion’ (meaning the 
international leftist-liberal controlled mass 
media) raised not a whimper of protest. 
Evidently, this particular piece of aggression 
was quite acceptable to the internationalist 
establishment. Our suspicions were aroused. 

It then became clear that as a result of 
the Turkish intervention in Cyprus Turkey 
and Greece were in confrontation — a con- 
frontation that ended as quickly as it had 
begun by the Greeks backing down. 

Our feeling on hearing of the climb- 
down of the Greek Government was that that 
Government was bound as a result to be 
massively discredited and that possibly it 
would fall. This would of course delight the 
internationalist establishment, which has 
hated the Colonels’ regime from the outset 
and striven with all its considerable power to 
depict it as brutal and evil to the outside 
world. The question then arose: considering 
how conveniently events would then have 
turned out to the internationalist establish- 
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ment, could it be that that establishment’s 
hand was in the affair from the beginning? 
Could it be that the coup that brought the 
ex-gunman and political nonentity Nicos 
Sampson to power for a few days in Cyprus 
was aided and abetted by enemies of the 
Greek Government who knew that a Turkish 
invasion would follow and that this would 
set in motion a train of events which would 
lead to the Colonels regime coming down? 

An interesting answer to this question 
was provided by news that came out shortly 
afterwards to the effect that no. less an 
eminence than Henry Kissinger was known 
to have backed the Cyprus uprising by the 
Greek officers and that the CIA had made 
secret cash payments to Sampson. 

As we all now know, the Greek 
Government was massively discredited and 
as a result did fall. Events turned out highly 
conveniently for the  internationalist 
establishment. 

A further clue to the affair was given 
by columnist Leslie Finer in the Evening 
Standard, the day the fall of the Colonels 
was announced. He said “...it is fascinating to 
reflect that this vast revolution in the life of 
Greece ... may have depended on a fleeting 
accident of history. It was the Turkish 
invasion of Cyprus which finally brought 
the Greek Colonels to the despairing point 
of no return. 

“Would that invasion have happened, 
or been allowed by the international com- 
munity to happen, if instead of floating a 
known thug and desperado like Nico Sampson 
to the surface, the machinations to destroy 
Makarios had produced some unknown ... as 
President? Or even Mr. Clerides in the first 
instant? 

“I doubt it. I believe that, if that had 
happened ... the Colonels’ plan would have 
succeeded. They would still be lording it in 
Athens ...” 

With this analysis we are inclined to 
agree with the exception of two words — 
“fleeting accident”. One feels that what 
Mr. Finer euphemistically calls “the inter- 
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national community” has things far too well 
taped for that to have happened. 


A festival we can dowithout 


The violent scenes that ended the ‘pop’ 
festival at Windsor Great Park served to 
highlight a repulsive institution that Britain 
and the Western World can do well without. 

For years now these ‘pop’ festivals have 
been with us. Exactly why they have to be 
held is a mystery to anyone who supposes 
that their function is purely musical. In the 
case of those who are so constituted that 
they actually enjoy the stuff that passes for 
‘music’ on these occasions, there is nothing 
whatever to prevent such people from 
shutting themselves away in their own rooms 
and playing their ‘music’ to themselves — 
always providing that they have it at a 
volume which is adequate to hear but which 
does not disturb their neighbours. There is 
no reason whatever, from the ‘musical’ point 
of view, for them having to congregate in 
vast numbers in the outdoors in order to 
engage their tastes. 

Even less good reason for this exists 
when it is considered that these congregations 
let up a racket that completely ruins the 
peace and quiet of whole neighbourhoods for 
days on end — subjecting the local inhabitants 
to din and upheaval that they never desired. 

The truth of these ‘festivals’ is that 
they are not first and foremost ‘musical’ 
occasions; they are skillfully promoted extra- 
vaganzas for the encouragement of thousands 
of young people in degeneracy, anarchy and 
communism. That they should be allowed in 
the first place is ridiculous; that the Police 
should have acted with vigour to clear the 
participants off the site at Windsor is no 
surprise. It is a pity that the equipment used 
by the Police did not include water cannons 
with very strong jets, for the whole damn lot 
could no doubt have done with a good bath 
in addition to whatever else was coming to 
them. 
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ANTHONY REED-HERBERT 


' THE Leicester factories and offices of 
Imperial Typewriter Limited, a British sub- 
sidiary of giant American multinational 
corporation Litton Industries, have over the 
past three months been the arena of a 
struggle, the significance of which is still not 
fully apparent and in which the National 
Front in Leicester have been actively engaged 
in the support of British workers. 

Like most industrial factories in 


Leicester Imperial has had for several years a 


large and increasing immigrant workforce. 
Indeed immigrants have been employed by 
Imperial to such an extent that they now 
form some 70% of the work force, mostly 
Asians, at the two large typewriter factories 
in Leicester, and it was in consequence of 
this overwhelming immigrant presence that 
the troubles and inevitable racial tensions 
brewing at Imperial for so long came to a 
head last April. 

A dispute over bonus payments was the 
excuse for hundreds of Asian employees to 
down tools and come out on unofficial 
strike, but, as may be imagined, this did not 
long remain the only issue and the only 
immigrant “grievance”. 

As soon as the strike was declared 
professional agitators, immigrant leaders, 
communists, marxists and liberal lefties of 
every description were buzzing round the 
scene like flies round a muckheap and 
urging the strikers to expand their original 
complaint to include, (surprise, surprise! ) 
allegations of “vicious ‘racial discrimination” 
against immigrants in virtually every field of 
company operation. 


IMMIGRANTS’ DEMANDS 


The strikers needed little encourage- 
ment, and soon a host of immigrant demands 
had been drawn up including claims for the 
setting up of an exclusively immigrant Shop 
Stewards committee and the special 


appointment of additional quotas of exclu- 


sively immigrant Supervisory Staff on the 
shop-floor to compensate for “racialism 
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in company promotion!” 

The fact that immigrants had always 
had the same Union voting rights and the 
same openings and potential for promotion 
as the British workers was not apparently 
sufficient for the Asian strikers who thus 
demanded special and favourable treatment 
from Imperial over and above that afforded 
to British work people. 

The white British workers must win 
their promotions to Supervisory posts on 
merit alone, whereas the immigrants, if the 
strikers were to have their way, would be 
entitled to fill generous quotas of Supervisory 
positions irrespective of merit but merely 
because they were Asian. 

Avowed Communist Asian Benny 
Bunsee supported by well known marxist 
comrade Tariq Ali and dozens. of other 
similar professiondl communist and racial 
agitators led week after week of Asian strike, 
picketing, violence, disturbance and disorder 
outside the Leicester Imperial factories. 
White British girl clerical workers walking 
into work were spat upon and physically 
threatened by militant immigrant pickets. 

On a frequently violent protest march 
through Leicester by the Asian strikers and 
student allies, policewomen on duty con- 
trolling the march were reduced to tears by 
the filthy abuse and sputum which covered 
their uniforms directed at them by marching 
immigrants. Those Asians who declined to 
join the strike were subjected to the most 
vicious threats of physical violence and 
intimidation against both them and their 
families. 


TERROR AND INTIMIDATION 


This then was the way in which the 
“worker’s friends” of the left operated, by 
the campaign of terror, intimidation and 
squalid viciousness that is their hallmark. 

No British worker, needless to say, 
even took one day off in support of the 
immigrant strike, but nevertheless the 
disruption cost British workers dear in lost 


wages and bonus payments. Members of the 
National Front employed at Imperial, of 
whom there are a number, reported that the 
already angry mood of the British workers 
was hardening and that they were not 
prepared to allow fundamental changes in 
their workplace, wholly favourable to 
immigrants and wholly detrimental to British 
workpeople, to be bulldozed through by the 
Asians without a struggle. 

Nationalists and patriots in and out of 
the factories were determined to give these 
justifiable fears and sentiments of their 
fellow-countrymen impetus and assistance. 

Six weeks after the beginning of the 
strike in a show of force designed to prevent 
matters deteribrating further, the British 
management at Imperial sacked over 400 
of the Asian strikers including 50 of the 
most persistent troublemakers and die hard 
communists, stating that never again would 
it employ these latter 50 under any cir- 
cumstances. 

The British workforce was wholly 
behind this sensible and justifiable move, 
but, naturally, there was the usual sickening 
chorus of complaints about “racialism” 
against the poor misunderstood strikers from 
innumerable left wing sources. 

At last it seemed that the strength and 
solidarity of the immigrant strikers was 
beginning to crumble as many of those 
sacked began to leave the picket lines for 
new jobs. 


AMERICAN OWNERS’ BETRAYAL 


The strike, still not made official by 
the union involved, the TGWU, dragged 
wearily into its tenth week and then 
suddenly who should descend on the scene 
but a high ranking American management 
executive from the US parent company 
Litton Industries with big-boss’s orders to 
the Imperial management in his pocket. Last 
year Imperial had lost around £4 million 
and Litton Industries, with an eye, of course, 
to American profit, had only one order to 
give Imperial to stop a repeat performance 
and the mounting production losses — “get 
the Asians back to work, at any cost!” 

The British management was ordered to 
completely reverse its previous: policy over 
the Asian strikers and to re-employ every 
single sacked striker, including the 50 whom 
Imperial had sworn never to re-engage! 
Secret meetings between the American boss 
and Union officials at Llandudno got the 
green light to the proposed deal from the 
TGWU, and the immigrant strikers were 
given an average £70 net each holiday and 
back pay and an offer of an interest free 
company loan to induce their return! 

Not one word on all this had been 
spoken by Imperial to the British work 
force — no consultation whatsoever had 
taken place and indeed the company had 
taken every precaution to prevent any 
intimation of the sell-out becoming known 


a 


to the long-suffering Britons in the Imperial 
plants. 

Imperial even planned to reintroduce 
the 400 or so reemployed immigrants into 
the factories in small packets of 20 to 30 
over a period of weeks so that the British 
workers should not notice the disgraceful 
betrayal perpetrated under their noses! 

Thanks to the National Front in 
Leicester, the whole shabby plan has failed 
miserably and the multinational corporation/ 
immigrant alliance against the British 
workers has been well and truly caught with 
its pants down! 


NF ‘BLOWS THE GAFF’ 


NF Supporters inside Imperial gave the 
Leicester Branch NF committee valuable, 
confidential and highly accurate information 
as to the Imperial plan and the National 
Front accordingly released an immediate 
and comprehensive press statement to the 
Leicester Mercury, the local newspaper, and 
to Leicester Radio. The media sat on this 
statement for two days before being forced 
by the pressure of events to print the facts 
revealed by the NF. 

The comment from the Imperial 
management was that they were “amazed 
and disturbed at the amount of confidential 
company information known to the NF”! 
Indeed every action by Imperial throughout 
the strike was being monitored through the 
NF’s contacts and sympathisers. 

Detailed, factual leaflets urging British 
workers to stand together and resist immigrant 
blackmail were distributed by NF members 
outside the factory gates to an enthusiastic 
reception from their co-workers. It was by 
courtesy of the NF that British Imperial 
workers learnt for the first time of the 
impending betrayal, and this action forced 
Imperial’s hand and compelled the company 
to issue a leaflet to all employees 
admitting that they proposed to end the 
strike by re-employing all immigrants 
previously dismissed. 

National Front activity in consolidating 
and directing the determination of the 
British workforce to prevent any further 
immigrant domination of their workplace 
resulted in a subsequent mass meeting of 
British workers on the day of the Asian 
return to work and the call at that meeting 
by an overwhelming majority, for a one 
day stoppage the following day. 


NON-CO-OPERATION WITH ASIANS 


On the following day a further 
resolution was passed by British workers to 
pursue a policy of complete non-cooperation 
with 25 of the most virulent immigrant 
leaders until] the company made good its 
original promise not to re-employ these 
troublemakers. Imperial has now stated that 
it will not dismiss the 25 under any circum- 


stances and consequently the campaign by 
British workers is still in operation. 

The NF had intervened in an important 
industrial dispute to strike a fierce blow for 
‘British working people against betrayal by 
their multinational corporate employer and 
subjection to immigrant interests. 

Unquestionably the NF in Leicester 
have made a real impact on the attitudes 
adopted by the British workforce throughout 
the dispute. It was only because of the NF 
that British workers at Imperial came to know 
of the sell-out being planned and cautiously 
implemented under their very noses by 
Imperial at the behest of its U.S. bosses. 

It was only because of the NF that the 
Britons knew of the payments being given and 
the loans being offered to the immigrants to 
induce their return, and it was the lead given 
by nationalists and patriots both inside and 
out of the factories that catalysed the 
change in the British working people from 
a mere mood of impotant anger and frustra- 
tion to strong and effective industrial action 
to protect themselves, their workplace and 


their jobs. 
The NF has made British workers at 
Imperial see more clearly the threat 


imposed on their livelihood by the demands 


Things you should read 


of immigrants trying to shoulder the British 
people aside in their own City and Country. 
The NF has made British workers see just 
how much their real bosses, the plutocrats 
of international capitalism snug in their office 
penthouse suites 3000 miles across the 
Atlantic, care for British interests and the 
concerns of British workpeople. 


A RACIAL STRUGGLE 


The industrial action by Britons at 
Imperial is a racial struggle! The British 
workers at Imperial are in the vanguard of 
the real struggle that is taking place through- 
out Britain. This struggle is not the old class 
warfare ogre between Briton and Briton 
perpetually raised by the extreme Left to 
justify its existence and focus attention 
away from the real conflict. 

It is the struggle of a united British 
people fighting to preserve their freedom 
and identity against the forces of communism 
and international capitalism which seek to 
destroy the British nation and which use as 
their tool the immigrant minorities placed 
by them in our midst. The fight of the 
Britons at Imperial is the fight of us all. 


A great wealth of literature is now available supporting in the main part the views expressed in Spearhead. 


Below we list some of the most i 


ortant examples. Except where stated, these can be obtained from 


m 

Nationalist Books, 50 Pawsons — Croydon, CRO 2QF. 

THE MONEY MANUFACTURERS (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p + 3p postage 
An exposure of the present financial system and proposals for its reform. 


THE CASE FOR ECONOMIC NATIONALISM (National Front policy pamphlet) 10p + 3p postage 
An attack on the Manchester school of internationalist economics and an argument for protection 


and national self-sufficiency. 


THE ECONOMY: 15 QUESTIONS ANSWERED (National Front policy pamphlet) Sp + 3p postage 
A few of the most basic questions concerning Britain’s economy, with NF policies towards them 


explained. : 


THE COMMON MARKET: WHY BRITAIN MUST GET OUT (National Front) 20p + 3p postage 
A comprehensive presentation of the NF case against the EEC, with some startling exposures of 
of the forces behind it, and an analysis of Britain’s alternative. . 


BRITAIN: WORLD POWER OR PAUPER STATE? (National Front policy pamphlet) 20p + 3p postage 
Realistic proposals for the rebuilding of the British Commonwealth — essential for those who wish 


to have an alternative to Europe. 


SIX PRINCIPLES OF BRITISH NATIONALISM (by John Tyndall) 15p + 3p postage 
An independent booklet written before the formation of the National Front but closely in line 


with its outlook. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (by A. K. CHESTERTON) Paperback £1 + 8p postage 
Masterly exposure of the politico-financial forces that have destroyed the British Empire and under- 
mined British world power, while working for the general elimination of national sovereignty 


every where. 


WORLD REVOLUTION (by Nesta Webster) Cloth £2.50 + 17p; Paperback £1.80 + 13p postage. 
Perhaps the best ever documented history of the political left and its conspiratorial origins. 


SUICIDE OF THE WEST (by James Burnham) £3.00 + 24p postage 
A devastating demolition of the liberal-left and its main arguments by a one-time left-wing author 


who woke up. 


THE SPECIOUS ORIGINS OF LIBERALISM (by Anthony Ludovici) £1.50 + 10p postage 
Another clinical analysis of liberal values and viewpoints in which their futility is well exposed. 


RACIAL INTEGRATION (by H. B. Isherwood) Hard 75p + 8p;Card 40p + 6p postage 
A testimony to the impracticality of the multi-racial society. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (by Professor W. C. George) 15p + 4p postage 
One of the best scientific exposures of the myth of racial equality. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (by Correlli Barnett) £5 + Sip postage 
Devastating indictment of liberalism and its role in bringing about Britain’s 20th century decline, 
political, industrial and military. Essential reading for anyone who seeks to reverse British trends 


in coming decades. 
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Establishment | 


smugness aids 


extreme Left 


ONE of the main points in the National 
Front report on the ‘Battle of Red Lion 
Square’ and the events which led up to it 
was that there would seem to be on the 
part of the very highest authorities in the 
land a “blind eye” policy in respect of acts 
of mass violence and incitement to violence 
against the National Front by extreme Left 
Wing groups. 

The report expressed the view widely 
held in NF circles for some time that the 
Establishment adopted this “blind eye” 
policy because in the past it has always been 
able to contain and absorb the ultra-Left, but 
views the growth and potential of a 
dynamic racial-nationalist movement like the 
National Front in the context of the current 
economic and racial situation with great 
consternation. 

Thus the Establishment is quite happy 
to give the militant Left passive assistance 
in its campaign to “smash the National 
Front” by means of ‘physical violence and 
intimidation. The resources which the 
National Front is forced to devote to coping 
with the ultra-Left it cannot devote to 
constructive political work against the 
Establishment. 

Again, as long as the Establishment 
press can report the National Front brawling 
with Left Wing hooligans, then Establish- 
ment politicians can continue to stand up in 
Parliament and denounce the “excesses of 
both Left and Right Wing extremists” and 
pose as “moderate bastions:of a sane society”. 

Meanwhile, those same ‘“‘moderate” 
Establishment politicians, behind a cloud 
of their own self-righteous humbug, continue 
to drag Britain into the internationalist and 
multi-racialist knackers yard. 


ESTABLISHMENT MISTAKE 


The report does observe, however, 
that this “blind eye” policy is almost cer- 
tainly a very serious mistake from the point 
of view of the Establishment, if from no 
other point of view. Merely because the 
Establishment has been able to contdin the 
ultra-Left in the past there is no reason to 
suppose that it will be able to cope with the 
myriad of fanatical and steadily growing 
revolutionary groups which exist today. 

‘Secondly, bearing in mind how the 
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liberal-democratic Parliamentary politicians 
have encouraged permissive do-as-you-please 
trends in all aspects of our national life 
and have tolerated the undermining of the 
traditional respect which British people used 
to have for law and order; and bearing in 
mind also that they have whittled away our 
armed forces and have failed to solve the 
chronic Police manpower shortage, how can 
they be sure that they will have the political 
will, let alone the wherewithal, to cope with 
the violent proclivities of the Left when the 
Left feels the time has come to try and 
“smash” not just the National Front but 
everybody with whom it disagrees? 

In allowing the Left to “mobilise” in 
the way that it does against the National 
Front the Establishment may think that it is 
neutralising the NF, but it is in fact per- 
mitting the Left to develop among its 
adherents the kind of un-constitutional, 
unlawful and physically combative approach 
to politics which they must have for an 
all-out bloody revolution which, as they 
readily admit themselves, will be the only 
means by which they will ever achieve the 
“dictatorship of the proleteriat”, their 
performance in elections being utterly 
pathetic. 

Thus it was that the organisers of the 
riot at Red Lion Square led their supporters 
to attack the Police on what was ostensibly 
an anti-National Front demonstration 45 
minutes before the National Front had 
arrived on the scene. The clever fanatics 
who lead the ultra-Left knew that they did 
not need to involve their for the most part 
young and impressionable supporters in 
brawls with National Front members to make 
them hate the NF. Left Wing hate propaganda 
had achieved that goal long since. 

What the fanatics wanted to do was to 
make their supporters hate the Police ..... fill 
them with a desire to “smash” the Police. 
What better way to do this than to involve 
their supporters in conduct which would 
cause the Police to respond not just to 
preserve law and order but to protect 
themselves from personal injury! 


POLICE VICTIMS 


The speed and delight in which ultra- 
Left groups produced literature declaring that 


the student, Kevin Gately, who died in the 
fighting as a result of a blow on the head, had 
been “murdered by the Police’ indicated 
that they regarded Gately’s death not as a 
tragedy but a wonderful bonus for their 
days work, and confirmed that it was the 
Police, not the National Front, who were 
their prime targets. 

The events which took place at Red 
Lion Square are not the only indications 
that the “blind-eye” policy of the Establish- 
ment towards the activities of those who 
promote violence against the NF is in fact 
helping to make a rod for the back of the 
Establishment. 

After all, people who are allowed to 
get away with organising mass violence 
against one set of opponents cannot be 
blamed for thinking that they can get away 
with employing such tactics against all those 
who stand in their way. The Police were the 
victims at Red Lion Square, but others in 
positions of authority also suffer. 

In the Daily Telegraph of 31st July, 
for example, Education Correspondent 
John Izbicki reported the findings of a 
Committee which had investigated the 
sequence of distrubances which had taken 
place at the notorious revolutionary hot- 
house, Essex University. 

Mr. Izbicki reported: 

“A group of militant students, led 
by 20 Communists, 20 Trotskyists and seven 
International Marxists, ran a campaign of 
persecution against Dr. Albert Sloman, Vice- 
Chancellor of Essex University, and his wife... 

“The methods used were the same as 
those directed at Dr. Tom Cottrell, Vice- 
Chancellor at Stirling, who died of a heart 
attack towards the end of disturbances at that 
university ..... There were telephone calls 
after midnight, raids on Dr. Sloman’s house, 
and threatening letters to him and his family. 

“As late as June, Dr. Sloman had to 
endure night raids on his house which left 
the walls daubed and the garden ravaged. 
When he left his offices, a group of militants 
would be in waiting to shout abuse and 
threats ..... 

“Lord Annan, who was appointed on 
May 9 to investigate the causes of the distur- 
bances which disrupted the smooth running 
of Essex University and caused £32,000 
worth of damage, says students were well 
organised and unscrupulous.” 


VIOLENT ALIENATION 


The build up of political violence by 
the Left is not now, of course, confined to 
the traditional arenas of street demonstra- 
tions and university campuses, but has been 
extended to the classrooms and playgrounds 
of ordinary secondary schools. Apart from 
sustaining its hate campaign against the NF, 
the organisers of the Left are anxious to 
promote violent alienation among the young 
from all representatives of authority, and so 
schoolteachers as well as the Police and 


university vice-chancellors have become 
targets. 

Again, I turn to the Daily Telegraph’s 
Education Correspondent John Izbicki for 
evidence of this. In an article headed “School 
Bullies — New Style” published on 22nd 
July he reported a press conference called 
by Master Simon Emmerson, the 18 year 
old President of the so-called National Union 
of School Students. The N.U.S.S. is sponsored 
by the Communist and Trotskyite dominated 
National Union of Students and the con- 
ference was held at the N.U.S. London office. 
Emmerson is a Communist Party member. 

He introduced five pupils from High- 
bury Grove Comprehensive School in 
Islington — all 13 to 14 years of age. They 
complained that there was too much 
corporal punishment at the school. Mr. 
Izbicki reported: 

“Another boy complained about 
having been caned. ‘Why were you caned?’ 
‘Well, I hit a teacher, didn’t I?’, he 
admitted that he had punched a master in 
the eye..... 

““Violence’, philosophised Mr. Emmer- 
son, ‘only breeds further violence. The boy 
and the teacher should have been brought 


together to discuss things in a rational, 
democratic way.’ 

“The possibility that democracy might 
have been rather one-sided in this case, or that 
the teacher concerned might have been 
blinded, appeared to be of little concern. The 
fact that a group of third formers had gone 
on the rampage, smashing 30 windows the 
previous week, had printed inflammatory 
leaflets and had staged a walk-out, also 
seemed of little consequence.”’ 


VIOLENCE IS NOT CONTAINED 


Reports such as this, and of events at 
Essex, are now commonplace, and indicate 
that the campaign of violence and training 
in violence, is not being contained by the 
Establishment and that the ability to organise 
mass attacks on National Front activities 
without interference from the Establishment, 
is not serving as a safety valve for the violent 
proclivities of the Left. On the contrary, the 
mobilisations against the NF are simply 
serving the purpose of training operations for 
more violent and bloody sorties in all 
directions. 

In the same way that the organisers of 
Left Wing direct physical violence against 
the NF have been able to proceed with their 
work unprosecuted, so too have the organisers 
of other forms of criminal acts of opposition 
to the NF been able to proceed with their 
work more or less without difficulty. 

In October, 1970, for example, shortly 
after the Head Office of the NF was raided, 
its Office Manager beaten up and files stolen, 
NF ‘members started to receive notices of 
expulsion purporting to have been issued by 
officers of the party. Those notices were 
forgeries issued by the persons responsible 


for the raid on the NF office, and were 
designed to create alarm among the member- 
ship. 

Shortly after this, a préss statement 
purporting to have been issued by the then 
Chairman of the NF, which was defamatory 
of some members of the NF National 
Directorate, was issued round Fleet Street. 
This again was a forgery designed to create 
dissention both among the leadership and 
the membership of the NF. 

Clearly a Left Wing Dirty Tricks 
Department had been established which was 
working hand in hand with those who 
promoted the physical violence against the 
NF. Despite repeated complaints to the 
Police, forgeries continue to appear. 

The latest example, issued last May, 
purporting to come from myself, and bearing 
a photostatically reproduced copy of my 
signature, in which I denied looting the NF 
Election Fund! 


LEFT DIRTY TRICKS DEPARTMENT 


As in previous cases, a formal complaint 
was made to the local C.I.D. about the 
forgery, a statement from me and a copy of 
the forgery was taken, and the file passed 
on to the Special Branch for investigation. As 
in previous cases, nothing special has been 
ie other than to file the file with other 

es! 

Perhaps it is unreasonable of me to 
expect more dynamic action. The S.B. are 
very busy people; I am not an important 
politician and so an attempt to defame my 
integrity by means of a forgery is not a 
matter of moment to officialdom. 

Butin the same way that the Establish- 
ment has started to suffer as a ‘result of 
allowing the Left to organise direct violence 
against the NF, so too is the establishment 


now starting to suffer for failing to take 


_ strong enough action against the Left’s Dirty 


Tricks Department. 

A few weeks ago Mr. Edward Short, 
the Leader of the House of Commons, 
suffered as a result of the circularisation of 
documents purporting to show that he had a 
secret account with a Swiss Bank containing 
a cash balance of more than £20,000. What- 
ever may have been the rights and wrongs of 
Mr. Short’s association some years ago with 
Mr. T. Dan Smith, he is certainly hated by 
the extreme Left (within and without the 
Labour Party) as a “Right Winger’. 

Scotland Yard detectives have now 
postively ascertained that the documents 
circulated concerning Mr. Short, which 
purported to be bank statements, were 
forgeries. The manager of the bank con- 
cerned, in a B.B.C. World at One interview, 
explained the method of the forgery and this 
accorded in a number of respects with the 
methods adopted by those who prepared 
and issued the series of forgeries concerning 
the National Front. 

There is every reason for believing that 


the ultra-Left Dirty Tricks Department which 
was established to try and cause alarm and 
division among NF members and to dis- 
credit leading NF officials has now branched 
out to widen its range of targets, just as the 
violent ultra-Left thug element have extended 
their range of targets beyond NF activities. 

None of this is to suggest that we of 
the National Front have common cause 
with the political and financial Establish- 
ment of this country in stamping out Left 
Wing conspiracy and criminality. We will 
continue to oppose and expose the Establish- 
ment (lawfully and constitutionally so long 
as this is possible) no matter what the ultra- 
Left tries to do to us and/or to the 
Establishment. 

What this article, and the NF report 
on the ‘Battle of Red Lion Square’ does 
suggest is that the Establishment, and the 
non-political servants of Society at large, 
such as the Police, should not delude them- 
selves any longer that they can neutralise 
the National Front by turning a blind-eye 
to Left Wing gangsterism against the NF. 

Nor should the leaders of Establish- 
ment think that their servants — the hapless 
Police — will be able to contain Left Wing 
violence within the context of attacks on 
the National Front. If the Police are pre- 
vented from taking action to crush mal- 
factors and protect the rights of the law- 
abiding in a particular circumstance, then in 
the long run the effectiveness of the Police 
will be undermined in all circumstances. 


WHY INFLATION IS NOT STOPPED 
Inflation is rapidly building up, en- 
dangering the safety of our money and of 
society itself. 

We have not been told the whole truth. 
The solution is known. 


Read 


HOMES — A CASUALTY OF 
INFLATION 
We are caught in a treadmill of finance. 
There is a way out. 23p post free. 


Also, Money in the 70’s, and The 
Economics of War and Peace. These are 
10p each plus postage from Nationalist 
Books. 


SHOW THE FLAG 
UNION JACKS 
NF ELECTION ROSETTES 
ETC. 


W. Brown 
20 Sutton Way, Heston, Middx. 
TW5 OJA 
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AS this is being written (Tuesday, 16th 
July) the Rhodesian electorate has fourteen 
days in which to decide as to which of the 
pre-destined failures in Rhodesian party 
politics is to secure its majority vote. By the 
use of the phrase ‘pre-destined failures’ this 
writer means that only a miracle such as the 
victory of the Greeks at Salamis, the Boers 
at Blood River or of the British at Rorke’s 
Drift can stop Rhodesia’s headlong rush — 
via politics — back to savagery. 

The present chaotic situation started 
building up as far back as the establishment 
of the Central African Federation of 1953. 
Federation of Southern Rhodesia with 
Northern Rhodesia and Nyasaland was the 
big condition, involving a number of by-no- 
means small conditions, which the British 
Government required as a preliminary step to 
‘complete independence’. 

The framework of the Federal Constitu- 
tion was produced as a White Paper — to be 
completed in England after being voted on 
in the three territories concerned. No 
expense was spared in the campaign which 
preceded the referendum; there was no need 
for economy. The money of Sir Ernest 
Oppenheimer was freely available to foot the 
bill. (For the benefit of those to whom Sir 
Ernest's name may not be familiar, his 
grandfather was appointed Chairman of de 
Beers by Rothschild after the purchase by 
Rothschild of that mining company and, 
later, of most of the mineral rights in 
Southern Africa. Rothschilds’ interests have 
never been withdrawn. 

N.H. Wilson, a one-time member of 
parliament and then editor of the New 
Rhodesia in Salisbury, campaigned through 
his paper and by personally addressing 
meetings against the idea of the electorate 
voting on an unfinished White Paper. The 
British Government, he said, would certainly 
twist it to suit themselves before finalising it 
in England. He indicated the manner in 
which this would be done in the matter of 
African policy. 


MOMENT OF TRIUMPH 


On the eve of his departure for 
England and the finalising of the Federal 
Constitution, Federation having been 
accepted by an overwhelming majority, Sir 
Godfrey Huggins, Prime Minister of Southern 
Rhodesia and, with Roy Welensky (Leader 
of the Opposition in Northern Rhodesia) also 
prime mover for Federation, addressed a 
meeting in the Anglican Cathedral Hall in 
Salisbury. It was a moment of triumph 
and at the end of the talk he referred briefly 
to those who had spoken against an 
unfinished White Paper. ““To listen to some 
people,” he said with fine contempt “one 
would think we were dealing with a bunch 
of crooks rather than honourable English 
gentlemen.” (At a suitably later date Sir 
Godfrey became Lord Malvern and Roy was 
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H. STUART 


RHODESIAN 
ELECTION: 


WHO GAINS? 


knighted.) 

The Paper came back twisted exactly 
as had been forecast by N.H. Wilson, but 
nicely finalised and, short of rioting, it was 
too late for anything to be done. 

One of the requirements of Britain 
was the inclusion of fifteen Black Africans in 
the Federal Government. That there were not 
fifteen black men with any knowledge of, 
or training for, or tradition in, democratic 
government was neither here nor there. 
With or without qualifications, fifteen men 
were to be appointed to handle the affairs 
of government — fifteen men whom no 
intelligent businessman would dream of 
taking on to his Board of Directors except, 
possibly, in an honorary capacity as a 
matter of expediency. Yet fifteen men, paid 
by the electorate, and completely incapable 
of governing (although capable of interfering 
with government) had to be included as 
members of parliament. 

One of Britain’s promises, on the other 
hand, was that only by agreement of all 
three territories would Federation be dis- 
solved. This was incorporated in the Constitu- 
tion. It is now history that, at the demands 
of two Black agitators, Kenneth Kaunda and 
Dr. Hastings Banda, the Federation did come 
to an. end, against strong protests from S. 
Rhodesia. (A religious service — think of 
it! — marked the end). The two northern 
territories with no experience at all of self- 
government were given ‘freedom’, and 
Southern Rhodesia, with a record of self- 
government dating from 1923, was kept 
bound to the apron strings of the British 
Government as being incapable of self- 
government. From then on England did 
not cease trying to push Rhodesia also into 
a black government. 

Racial tension, hardly known before 
Federation, had been building up to fever 
heat, fanned by agitators who received 
financial and other assistance from outside 
sources. Their cry was ‘Justice for Black 
Africans’ and a remarkable point was — 
and still is — that those who carry. this 
banner emphasized their demands by 
attacking their own kind. Petrol bombs 
were thrown into the house of Africans 
unwilling to take part in the rioting and 
agitation. African buses were stoned, 
Africans returning from work were set upon 


and beaten, sometimes to death but always 
to hospital. The government had had to call 
an emergency session to pass more stringent 
laws to deal with these thugs and 
murderers. 

By the time Federation was over and 
election time came round, Rhodesia had had 
as much as it could stand, including the 
insult of being regarded as incapable of self- 
government. The newly-formed Rhodesian 
Front came in on a landslide vote and a 
platform policy of White government and 
peace and justice for all races. There was 
some fine oratory on these lines and the 
cheering was deafening. By the time 
Independence was declared 96.5 per-cent of 
the Rhodesian electorate were prepared to 
tighten their belts and fight if need be for 
the principles of intelligent, civilised, self- 
determination. 


THROWN OUT 


When the first RF Prime Minister, 
Winston Field made it clear that, regardless 
of electioneering promises he was heading 
for (Black) majority rule, he was quickly 
thrown out, and in his place was elected 
one Ian Smith. Until after UDI the electorate 
was given the impression that Ian was diff- 
erent: he was sticking to his election pro. 
mises. Within months of UDI Smith’s contra- 
dictions started a lot of people worrying. 
Then, after Britain had made it abundantly 
clear that only on grounds of majority rule 
would she grant independence, and after 
Africans as represented (sic) by the ANC 
had made it clear that only on the basis 
of majority rule would they ‘cooperate’(?) 
the repetitive ‘talks’ between Smith and 
representatives of Britain undermined all 
confidence of his leadership; but the cry 
was: Where do we go from here? Other 
actions and statements of his made him 
suspect, and when a split appeared imminent 
in the government and was stopped by a 
doubling of salaries and a bill providing 
pensions for those who served (or survived?) 
in the goyernment for a period of ten years, 
the rot set in with a vengeance. 

Sanctions, world pressure, enmity 
from our British kith and kin, terrorism on 


our borders and finally the Protuguese coup 
which leaves our previously ‘safe’ borders 
open to Frelimo attacks, have had the 
obvious effect on Rhodesian morale. In 
the midst of chaos, just before — or rather 
at the very moment that — the Budget is 
due to be presented and while delimitation 
of constituencies is still under consideration, 
our Prime Minister has prorogued Parliament 
and set the election date, giving the electorate 
no opportunity or time for making a good, 
reasoned decision. Particularly has he ensured 
that opposition parties have the least possible 
time to organize. (Democracy: government 
by the people, for the people, of the people!?) 


PENSIONERS! 


Sixteen members of the outgoing 
government have resigned — but then, a 
number of them qualify for that pension! 
Some have formed other parties, or joined 
other parties, or are standing as Independents, 
or are retiring completely. The one party 
which is definitely rightist, and was prepared 
to fight for white, civilised and informed 
government, has opted out of the election 
since, they. say, the electorate obviously 
wants a black government. Meanwhile the 
Argus press has carefully kept letters from 
tightists down to the minimum which would 
make it appear that these letters are 
published, but that they come from voices 
crying in a vast wilderness. 

We are in the throes of a panic election, 
with opposing parties vieing with each other 
for ANC favour, and the leaders of each 
party assuring the electorate that if their 
party is voted in African cooperation will be 
assured and there will be peace for all. The 
manner in which agreements with African 
leaders from Ghana, Liberia, Kenya, Tan- 
zania, Malawi, Zambia have gone down the 


drain as soon as power has been passed into 
their hands is ignored. The knowledge that 
outside money and influence is keeping 
African agitation going and is supporting 
the rebels on our borders, is swept aside. For 
some unknown reason, each leader is — or 
says he is — convinced that his policy will 
obtain cooperation and loyalty from the 
African. 

The situation in Rhodesia amounts to 
political and national murder. Who will 
gain? Not the African. After he has played 
his appointed part and ousted the White 
from the country, either by murder or by 
instilling the fear that causes him to flee 
the country, will those who are now 
pouring money into the African lap continue 
in their lavish generosity? Is there any 
government which, if it has money to waste, 
is not happy to waste it instead of giving 
another the pleasure? Once outside instiga- 
tors have won their objective and there is 
black government all the way down to the 
Cape Peninsula — or, to put it in another 
way, once white government has been 
removed from the whole African continent 
— will the workers of other countries still 
be obliged to pay heavier and heavier taxes 
so that African governments can squander 
their hard-earned money? 

With the spectre of world famine due 
to a world over-population problem, staring 
us in the face, will those now financing 
African ‘freedom’ regard with equanimity 
the African’s lazy neglect, or direct destruc- 
tion, of the millions of fertile acres of 
African soil? If these people withdraw their 
financial, technical and personal support 
from the African, what will be his means of 
survival, of self-defence against occupation 
of the African territories by others — 
perhaps even by those now ‘assisting’ him? 

What is the position of the British 
government in all this, and what is their 
object in supporting terrorism, tyranny, 


the totalitarianism which they :condemned 
in Hitler and Mussolini, and which exists 
in an infinitely worse form throughout 
Africa? 

Who gains? 


Read Britain First 


Read Britain First, the new pro- 
National Front monthly. Britain First can 
be bought from your local branch at 5p. 
Copies can be obtained from National 
Front HQ office in bulk at the following 
prices:— 


50 copies 
100 copies 
200 copies 
300 copies 
400 copies 
500 copies 


£1.50 (plus 30p postage) 
£3.00 (plus 36p postage) 
£5.00 (plus 48p postage) 
£7.50 (plus 58p postage) 
£8.00 (plus 73p postage) 
£10.00 (plus £1.09 postage) 
One of the best ways in which you 
can help the NF cause is to buy a bulk 
supply every month and distribute it in 
your area. Our office is not anxious to be 
tied down to the operation of sending out 
great numbers of single copies, but we will 
send single samples by return of post to 
anyone who writes to us enclosing 5p 
plus S.A.E. of at least foolscap size to 
facilitate quick and easy dispatch. 
Write to: 50 Pawsons Road, Croy- 
don, CRO 20F. 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 


founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


MARIA- JEANNETTE STALLABRASS- PHILLIPS 


The Borough Council went and bought the house next door to mine. 
They filled it with the trendies and the dregs of every kind, 

Who’d never worked a single day but lived off folk like me, 

And the old established pastime — social security. 


‘Cause being intellectual, sensitive and free, 


They could not stoop to menial tasks as the likes of me. 
Yet according to the posters on the socialist wall, 
All those who fail to serve the state should cease to live at all. 


BREAD & CIRCUSES 


Of matters sociological, I don’t pretend to know. 

I thought that life was simple, I’d always found it so. 

But now the social workers, all freshly out of college 

Exclaim that they’re astounded by my bourgeois lack of knowledge. 
They snarl the right to vandalise, to occupy and squat, 

To take from those who’ve worked to have, so they become have-nots. 
And this I do not understand, as when I look I see 

That those who preach this sophistry have all grasped more than me. 


The Council social workers have told me plain and true — 
“We don’t want life polluted by the likes of you.” 

Can’t think what I’ve polluted, brainwashed or destroyed, 

I thought those antics were the ethics of the Left-wing boys. 
When I was young I wondered why the Roman Empire fell, 
How the state of bread and circuses decayed into a hell. 

Yet looking round at Britain now I see that life’s akin 

To the same barbaric legacy the Left seem set to win. 


The National Front, the Lefties howl, is fascist, vile, accursed — 
It’s filled with folk who want to put the British people first! 
And British patriots, as is known, subvert and should be banned 
So multi-racial anarchists can putrify the land. 


The Left — they do psychologise, sociologise and preach, 


I’m glad I am too right to heed the wrongs they have to teach! 
The Leftie sociology is the study, in my view, 
Of those who do not need it, by those who clearly do. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


The lie 


as an 


accepted 
political norm 


FEW OF US, even before we had any deep 
involvement in political work, would have 
been surprised to know that the weapon of 
the Lie is employed in politics. Go to any 
group of people outside the minority circle 
of political activists and ask each of them 
the question: are lies used for political ends? 
The answer will in every case almost 
certainly be Yes. Politics, like everything 
else, has its share of bounders and cheats — 
perhaps most people will say more than its 
share, if the standards of today are any 
guide. 

But, I submit, it is very doubtful 
whether Mr. Average Man has the faintest 
conception of the scale which this fact has 
now attained in our times. Far from politics 
being merely a field which attracts its quota 
of liars like many other fields, it has — or 
at least sections of it have — become nothing 
less than falsehood institutionalised. What we 
are witnessing today is the emergence of 
schools of political thought and action that 
are based wholly on a foundation of lies, 
and furthermore known very well to be 
such by their most dedicated promotors. 
To these people the Lie is not a human 
lapse into immorality from a system of 
thoughts and ideas fundamentally moral; 
it is an integral part of one’s manual of 
political tactics, to be resorted to shame- 
lessly and without pause for test of con- 
science according to whether it suits the 
aim of the moment. Truth and falsehood 
have become no more than interchangeable 
commodities, like the various clubs in a 
golfer’s bag — to be employed as a matter of 
automatic choice depending on the terrain. 

I believe that the full significance of 
this came home to me years ago when I 
granted an interview to an American 
author who was working on a book on 
minority political groups in Britain. He 
appeared at the door of the office where I 
was working one afternoon, a pleasant 
looking man, civilised and courteous, as his 
manner throughout the interview confirmed. 
While I do not pretend to be a flawless 
judge of character, I was as near convinced as 
could possibly be that this man was not of 
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an immoral nature. I am quite sure he would 
never steal, or defraud, or double-cross 
anyone in the normal scheme of things. He 
looked, and probably was, by all normal 
every day criteria ‘decent’. 

A few months later the book he was 
writing came into my possession. It was a 
staggering, but nevertheless highly instructive, 
experience. 

Whereas I had been alone in the building 
when he arrived and opened the door to 
him myself, the version of the book was that 
two uniformed strong-arm men had let him 
in and frog-marched him down the corridor 
to a room where I was waiting. Later in the 
interview I was described as sending these 
two mythical ‘heavies’ up on to the roof to 
keep watch while some sort of a disturbance 
was taking place in the street below — 
whereas in fact the whole neighbourhood 
was absolutely quiet throughout. In the 
same account I was described as picking up 
the ‘phone in the midst of the interview 
and having a fictitious conversation with 
someone I had never heard of. I didn’t 
know whether to be outraged or burst 
out laughing. 


UNAWARE OF WRONG 


When I thought about this experience 
years later I came to the conclusion that 
this man was probably no worse an indivi- 
dual than he seemed to me at the time. He 
was probably telling barefaced lies in his 
account of our discussion without the 
slightest awareness that he was doing 
anything wrong. He was simply a creature 
conditioned to the ethos of this modern 
age of politics. He was paid to work for 
certain interests; those interests were in 
opposition to the things for which I was 
working; it was simply commonsense. 
procedure to portray things as it suited the 
publishers. All’s fair in love and war! 

I cannot be certain, but my guess is 
that had he taken a walk down the street 
after he finished writing that piece and found 


a wallet lying in the kerb with two hundred 
dollars in it he would have taken it straight 
to the Police. To minds like his, there would 
be no comparison between the dishonesty of 
keeping the wallet and the type of dishonesty 
employed in his account of our meeting. 

I was reminded of this now rather 
distant experience when I read some of the 
newspaper accounts of the Battle of Red 
Lion Square in June. I could picture the 
well-trained reporters turning up to witness 
the day’s events, briefed by well-trained 
editors as to the sort of reports that were 
expected. I can then picture the dilemma 
in which these gentlemen were placed when 
absolutely nothing happened which could 
justifiably lead them to report the actions 
of the National Front contingent in an 
unfavourable light. What to do? What to 
say? Well, the NF might have done nothing 
‘bad’ on the day, but that wasn’t really the 
point. They were still ‘bad’ people and the 
thing that they were serving represented 
‘badness’, didn’t it? So surely that’s what 
matters! They must be depicted as ‘bad’, 
whatever they did. After all, given the fact 
that they are ‘bad’ the question of whether 
they actually did anything ‘bad’ on that 
occasion is rather academic. Because they 
are ‘bad’, they must be depicted as ‘bad’. 


THE ‘BLACK SHIRTS’ SAGA 


So what did our gentlemen of the 
press report? They reported that many NF 
marchers wore ‘black shirts’. Whether they 
actually saw one, or two, marchers wearing 
shirts of that colour I just don’t know. I 
didn’t see one in a column of 1,500. But 
then I didn’t scrutinise the column from 
beginning to end. There might indeed have 
been one, or two — even three. But for the 
purposes of our friends of the press it 
really didn’t matter. The cause of opposing 
the National Front required that the public 
should have an image of its members 
marching in black shirts. Just how accurately 
this corresponded to the facts of the march 
was neither here nor there. Again, for all I 
know the people who cooked up the “black 
shirt’ story were perfectly honest people in 
their non-professional lives — people who 
wouldn’t steal, or cheat or deceive. But to 
them telling a lie in the service of the cause 
and the interests to which their papers were 
committed was as natural as the barking of a 
dog. They probably didn’t think two 
seconds about it. 

Ot course the lie spread, and like the 
size of the fish that got away it just grew 
bigger and bigger as the story passed on and 


on. By the time it got to the House of 


Commons and served to embroider the 
speeches of left-wing MPs the image was one 
of a massed parade of uniformed legions, like 
those of a pre-war Mosley or Mussolini, no 
doubt administering castor oil to all those 
who so much as looked at them the wrong 


way as they passed by. Did it occur to these 
gentlemen of Parliament that they might 
have got things wrong? Did it occur to them 
to check on their facts? Of course not, 
because after all what are facts? Like the 
facts of Orwell’s Ministry of Truth, they 
are things to be evaluated according to how 
they serve the party, the regime. Of what 
‘facts’ about the National Front march it 
was required that the public should be told 
no-one could be in doubt. Anyone who 
might protest that these could be at variance 
with the real facts was guilty of an irrelevance. 

The same attitude to ‘facts’ must have 
been held by those TV cameramen who 
were in Rhodesia aronnd the time of U.D.I. 
and who sent back to this country pictures of 
little black children scavenging in dustbins for 
what the commentaries described as food. A 
friend of mine, Ivor Benson, who was living 
in Rhodesia at that time, did some research 
into this little incident and proved beyond 
all reasonable doubt, with the aid of count- 
less witnesses both black and white, that in 
fact the cameramen had paid the kids to 
pose with their arms buried in the dustbins 
just so that pictures could be sent back to 
Britain that would outrage the viewing 
public with a picture of the savage condi- 
tions under which the blacks lived. 

To the consciences of these B.B.C. 
men the truth of whether or not the kids were 
actually starving and looking for food in 
dustbins was secondary — secondary to the 
great imperative of discrediting the ‘Smith 
Regime’. Given that this imperative was not 
in question, a small untruth committed in 
its cause was quite permissable. I have not 
the slightest doubt that this was the way 
the mentality of the TV men worked. ' 


LEFTIST MYTHOLOGY 


Turning back to Red Lion Square, we 
may examine for a moment some of the 
hullaballoo preceeding it and then following 
after it. Here is a-vertible folk-lore of leftist 
mythology which at first thought strikes 
one as laughable and only on second thoughts 
reveals its sinister aspect. 

“The Police murdered Kevin Gateley,” 
chorused the leftists afterwards as one man. 
Funny? Perhaps, until one considers the 
facts. The facts are that the leaders of these 
leftist groups are not morons capable of 
actually believing such an allegation, although 
that may be said of some of their rank-and- 
file. These leaders are in some cases highly 
intelligent men and women, and being highly 


intelligent they could not conceivably believe — 


for two seconds what they are saying. Why 
then are they saying it? Are they congenitally 
dishonest people who whenever a shop 
assistant’s back was turned would lift 
something from the counter? Probably not 
in the majority of cases. No, they are more 
likely just people obsessed — obsessed by a 
thorough form of thought-conditioning with 


the absolute righteousness of their cause and 
the absolute wrongness and evilness of 
everyone who disagree with it. In the battle 
between this ultimate righteousness and 
ultimate evil such banalities as truth and 
falsehood in the context of a particular 
event count for nothing. The progressive 
conscience permits one to knowlingly and 
baldly lie if it serves one’s purpose. The idea 
that truth in itself matters is a bourgeois 
anachronism. : 

The same utter disregard for truth 
can be seen in some of the literature that 
came into our hands before the event. The 
purpose of the literature was clear at a 
glance. Violent, frothing, foaming mobs had 
somehow to be got to the appointed place 
at the appointed time — so that the National 
Front march and meeting would be smashed 
up. For this purpose it was necessary to 
whip up a frenzy of hate, a frenzy so wild 
and demented that on the occasion all 
reason would go to the winds. To whip up 
hate any propaganda would do. The criterion 
was purely its usefulness as a stimulus to 
hatred and not in any way its approximation 
to the truth. The wilder the lie the better — 
if the result was a wilder and more hostile 
anti-NF mob. 

Several pieces of literature labelled 
The National Front as “anti-working class” 
and claimed that it aimed to “smash the 
trade union movement.” The National Front 
in fact recruits an enormous portion of its 
members frorn the so-called ‘working class’ 
and it has never either said or done anything 
that would justify the claim that it aims to 
smash the trade unions. These allegations are 
just plain and simple lies, and known to be 
lies by those who published them. 

To pile on the hate, a number of 
alleged violent acts were attributed to the 
NF. Our National Activities Organiser, 


‘Martin Webster, was stated as having set 


fire to immigrants’ homes, NF members 
were accused of nearly blinding a black 
student in Nottingham, smashing up a 
Maoist bookshop in Oxford, pouring acid 
in the face of an opponent in Brighton and 
kicking and punching anti-NF ‘demonstrators 
in Canterbury. 


PURE INVENTIONS 


We have carefully investigated the 
allegations concerning Nottingham, Oxford 
and Brighton and we know that there is not 
a grain of truth in them — they are pure 
inventions, as is the story of Martin Webster’s 
setting fire to immigrants’ homes. As for 
the reference to Canterbury, here the nerve 
of the Left is quite astounding. The NF had 
in fact arranged a meeting at a hall in the 
town and a mob of some 300 left-wing 
extremists invaded it with the clear intention 
of smashing it up, having confirmed that 
intention in appeals to their followers 
during the preceeding week. When they 


attacked NF members in the hall it is quite 
true that those members defended themselves 
and the meeting with the utmost vigour — as 
any self-respecting persons would do in the 
same circumstances. Yet what does the 
account of the Left suggest? That the NF 
members made an unprovoked attack on 
peaceful demonstrators! 

This particular fracas just referred to 
was organised by an ad-hoc body calling 
itself the ‘Canterbury  Anti-Fascist 
Committee’. It gave the game away before- 
hand by publishing a leaflet entitled “Why 
we must fight the NF”’. In this leaflet were 
included allegations that the NF organised 
an armed assault on an Anti-Apartheid 
rally in London a year ago, that it organised 
armed commando squads that broke up 
lawful pickets during miners’ and building 
workers’ strikes, that it claimed responsibility 
(!!!) for the bombing of the black com- 
munity centre in Brixton and of immigrants’ 
shops, and that it subjected many foreign 
students in this country to threats and 
assaults! 

I do not believe that the publishers 
of this leaflet had just “got their facts 
wrong”; I am convinced that they knew 
they were telling downright and deliberate 
lies. 

The same ‘Anti-Fascist Committee’ 
published another leaflet claiming that the 
NF believed in doing away with all social 
services — another lie. 


‘LIBERATION’ PAMPHLET 


‘Liberation’, the crowd who organised 
the Red Lion Square riot, recently pub- 
lished a pamphlet called ‘Danger — Racialists 
at Work’, with a foreword by TGWU Secre- 
tary Jack Jones. The mass of lies in this 
pamphlet is too long to relate in detail, but 
it includes a statement that Martin Webster 
visited South Africa to raise funds and that 
the NF is in fact receiving funds from that 
part of the world. Martin Webster ‘has never 
been to South Africa and except in so far 
as we have perhaps a dozen sympathisers 
in South Africa who occasionally send us 


‘sums of £1 or thereabouts the suggestion 


that we receive ‘funds’ from there is com- 
pletely groundless. The same- pamphlet 
alleged that we received donations from big 
employers in Britain. If we did, we would 
not of course refuse them so long as no 
strings were attached, but the fact is that so 
far we have had none. This of course is of 
no importance to the writers of the pamphlet. 
The pamphlet was addressed to a left-wing 
audience and its object was, as was made 
quite clear in the closing chapter, to rally 
this audience to all-out opposition to the 
NF. The situation required that the reader 
identified us with South Africa and Big 

Business, and that was enough. 
When Martin Webster visited Edinburgh 
Contd. on next page 
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THE LIE AS AN ACCEPTED 


POLITICAL NORM 


Contd. from previous page 


last year to speak at the University there the 
ubiquitous left-wing mob were present and 
they were successful in stopping the meeting. 
Just as in other plaees, the fortnight before 
the event had witnessed much literature in 
circulation. This literature included the 
allegations that Mr. Webster -“‘co-ordinated” 
(whatever that means) bombings on syna- 
gogues, and that NF members used iron bars 
to break up picket lines of black strikers at 
Mansfield Hosiery Works. 

When NF man Paul Crowther stood 
for election to Leeds University Union last 
year a leaflet against him issued by the 
University International Marxist Group stated 
that the NF would administer to black people 
permanent anasthetics invented at Dachau. 
Shortly afterwards Paul was savagely beaten 
up by left-wing thugs. 

In this article I have given just a few 
examples from among the many we have 
available of the use of the Big Lie for 
political ends. It is not only used by 
those on the far out extremes of the Left, 
such as Maoists and Trotskyites, etc., but it 
runs right through the whole spectrum of 
anti-national politics, from deep red torespec- 
table establishment liberal. It is employed in 
the murky publications of the militant 
leftist groups, but it is employed with equal 
shamelessness in the much more accepted 
and conventional circles of politics, broad- 
casting, press and publishing. 

I have tried for years to work out in 
my own mind just by what process of 
reasoning the use of the Big Lie has become 
the accepted norm that it has in the politics 
of the contemporary world, and I cannot 
claim to have arrived at a conclusive answer. 
Undoubtedly a portion of the politicans 
and journalists who employ it are simply 
crooked people who would lie and cheat in 
any circumstances that suited them, but 
to accept this as an explanation would be 
quite inadequate. As I have said earlier, I am 
convinced that a great many who use the 


Lie with complete aplomb are people whose" 


natures are not immoral. 

It is this latter fact which I believe 
provides one of the most frightening reflec- 
tions on the age in which we live, for it 
points to something quite satanically evil in 
the contemporary ideological climate. 

The examples that I have looked at in 
this analysis range from the extreme left to 
what would probably be called the moderate 
centre. I would not suggest that there is 
anything like doctrinal harmony between 
these sectors of the spectrum, but it is 
possible, I think, to point to certain funda- 
mentals that they have in common. They are 
commonly committed to the One World 
ideal, with its concomitant of Multi-Racialism 
and Human Equality; they share in common 
a loathing and a terror of anything that they 
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see as’a threat to these ideals, such as a 
resurgence of Nationalism, Patriotism, Race 
Consciousness, Personality, Leadership, 
Authority — in short, every concept that the 
liberal-leftist world is against. 

So total is the conditioning that has 
gone to sustain the liberal-leftist world 
system, it adherents are ready to justify 
literally anything used in its defence or in the 
destruction of those who are thought to 
endanger it. In the eyes of these adherents, 
the system and its basic value-scale are so 
self-evidently right that no weapon employed 
in its protection can be _ considered 
unrighteous. a at Yo 1 

It- may indeed be acknowledged that 
Truth is not an absolute good. Most of us 
at some time have employed some small 
untruth in the service of a decent objective, 
for instance telling a friend for the sake of 
comforting him or her that a facial pecu- 
larity is less prominent than it really is, or 
telling a sick person they’re going to get 
better when we know they’re going to die. 


LIES TO DEFEND THE SYSTEM 


Possibly the same reasoning motivates 
those who feel they have to resort to 
untruths to defend a system of ideas and 
values which all over the world today 
fights for survival against the tide of history, 
and nowhere more so than in Britain. 

A hint of this reasoning is sometimes 
given by those who in defence of the system 
find themselves compelled to either hide or 
distort certain truths on the subject of Race. 
One of them, Professor Sol Tax, gave a good 
example of this when he said not long ago: 
“We are equalitarians, not because we can 
prove absolute equality, but because we 
know absolutely that whatever differences 
there may be among large populations have 
no significance for the policies of nations. 
This comes from our knowledge as anthro- 


pologists; but it also pleases us as citizens of 


the world.” 

The human equality dogma must, in 
other words, be defended, not because of the 
certainty that it is right to that it has any 
foundation of truth, but because it is an 
essential pillar of the value system of the age. 
“It pleases us as citizens of the world” 
because it enforces, rather than under- 
mines, the ruling doctrine of the times — 
internationalism. 

The trouble is that the more threatened 
the system feels itself to be the greater the 
scale of falsehood it has to resort to to pre- 
serve itself. Falsehood becomes piled on 


falsehood in an ever-mounting structure of 


deception that seems to know no limit. 

I maintain that people who have to 
resort to falsehood on this scale to keep their 
world intact belong to a world that is 
intrinsically false in itself. In the final 


analysis it is a case of the end coming to 


be recognised as indistinguishable from the 


means. 

One indeed. feels sorry for those 
people, basically decent in their private 
make-up, who have increasingly to live by 
purveying lies in order to prop up what they 
believe to be the great ultimate Truth. Bit 
by bit, the props take the place of the original 
edifice until there is almost nothing of the 
latter left. The great ultimate Truth becomes 
seen as not a truth after all. 

I predict that we are on the threshold 
of relevations about truth and untruth which 
will dwarf anything exemplified in this 
article — discoveries which will expose much 
of what is called ‘modern history’ as a sham 
— a colossal sham erected for the defence 
of ruling dogma in just the same way as the 
flat-earth theory had to be erected for the 
defence of ruling dogma in an earlier age. 

We may recall that in that age certain 
highly ‘moral’ men of the Church felt that 
the preservation of their ruling dogma 
represented such an absolute imperative that 
all sorts of methods not normally approved 
of by the Church were applied in suppressing 
and discrediting those who called the dogma 
into question. 

One suspects that we now see history 
repeating itself. 


Here's to Britain 


Fair is foul and foul is fair 
Hover through the fog and filthy air 
— Macbeth 


Here’s to Great Britain, land of the Few — 

Where wogs are triumphant, 

And Race is taboo. 

Where Bishops & Bolsheviks, and buggers 
galore . 

Ply at treason and filth 

Under licence of Law. 


Here’s to Enlightenment — liberal and new 
Though it mitigates vice 

It can’t protect you, — 

Where Freedom means Licence 

And Law means disgrace 

For those who are loyal to Nation and Race. 


Here’s to our Country — for which we once 
fought 

Where Honour is sold 

And honours are bought, 

Where lies are exalted; 

and Truths are all Square; 

And to be in the swim 

You must have kinky hair. 

— ANDREW FOUNTAINE 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


We are pleased to inform readers that 
the target for the Spearhead Development 
Fund for 1974 has been reached. 

We take this opportunity of thanking 
most sincerely all donors whose contribu- 
tions have made this possible. 


NEIL FARNELL 


RED ALERT 
IN THE 
UNIONS 


This is the second of a series of articles which are appearing 
in SPEARHEAD dealing with subversive elements in British industry 
and what must be done to combat them. The writer, Neil Farnell, is 
a member of the Transport and General Workers’ Union, and one of 
the National Front’s leading spokesmen on trade union affairs. 


ALTHOUGH the Communist Party is the largest of the subversive 
organisations seeking to use the trade unions as stepping stones to 
power — is is not the most extreme. The Trotskyite group, the 
Workers Revolutionary Party, is more fanatical in its approach to 
industrial disruption. WRP cadres regard themselves as the real 
revolutionaries, and are contemptuous of the ‘revisionist’ policies 
and ‘Stalinist’ leadership of the CPGB. 

The Workers Revolutionary Party is the largest and has the 
most genuine (hence fanatical) Trotskyite ideology of all the 
significant Trotskyite groups in Britain. It tolerates no deviation 
from Trotsky’s original teachings, and regards the other Trotskyite 
industrial group, the International Socialists, as pseudo-Trotskyite 
and its members “middle-class rank and filers’. However, this 
attitude does not stop the WRP from co-operating with anyone — 
including the Communists and International Socialists it despises — 
if by doing so a strike or a front committee can be organised. 

The WRP was until recently called the Socialist Labour 
League (SLL). The Socialist Labour League was formed in 1959 
to promote Trotskyism in Britain — especially in the unions. Its 
present membership is probably under 15,000 and the National 
Secretary is Gerry Healy..The SLL’s original journal, the Newsletter, 
was a few years ago turned into a daily paper, the Workers Press, 
and is the only daily Trotskyite paper in the world. 

The party has its own bookshop and churns out a profusion of 
Marxist propaganda. The party is organised on broadly similar lines 
to the CPGB but being formed later, as well as being smaller, its 
industrial apparatus is not as extensive. It is, however, better organised 
in industry than its Trotskyite rivals, because a large number of its 
members were previously in the Communist Party and are men with 
skill and experience in fomenting industrial strife. In some sectors of 
industry the Trotskyites have even taken over the leadership of 
extremist forces from the Communists. 

The WRP’s industrial apparatus works mainly through the 
Young Socialists (YS) and their industrial arm and front group, the 
All Trades Union Alliance (ATUA). The Young Socialists (not to 
be confused with the Labour Party Young Socialists) are reputed to 
be the largest Marxist youth movement in Britain and a large 
proportion of members are black immigrants. Every member is made 
to join a trade union and the YS have their own paper Keep Left. 
Reporting on an annual conference of the Young Socialists, The 
Times stated: “It was not the content of the discussion as much as 
the almost frightening discipline of the affair that made it 
significant to the outside observer.” 

The menace of the YS has been recognised by such union 
leaders as Jim Conway of the Amalgamated Union of Engineering 
and Foundry Workers. In 1965 a group of Young Socialists 
attempted to disrupt the annual conference of that union. Mr. 
Conway commented, “We have to accept that there is a “Trotskyite’ 


element at work, far more fanatical and unscrupulous than the 
Communists, which is trying to mislead youngsters in our union.” 
An SLL directive in March 1967 was quite open about future 
intentions: “We are, for the time being, turning almost exclusively 
towards developments in the trade unions, towards which we have 
directed the activities of the Young Socialists since 1964.” The 
directive went on: “There has been a substantial improvement in 
our trade union work over the past year. Not only have we 
succeeded in strengthening this work with contingents of Young 
Socialists, who are now active in their unions but we have established 
a network of members and close contacts in some very important 
industries.” 

A technique for recruiting young people is the formation of YS 
football teams — from apprentices and young workers outside the 
factory gates. Those behind such recruiting drives have no illusions 
about their real purpose. The object in their own words is to “establish 
the strongest base inside the trade unions” and to indoctrinate new 
members with Marxism. Gerry Healy the head of the party, stated in 
another directive to the Young Socialists: 

“We have carried out a serious attempt to turn our youth 
comrades towards the trade unions. As far as we can ascertain, in 
an organisation of several thousand members, everyone is a member 
of his or her trade union. Nobody at any time in our organisation 
has suggested that you can lead the trade unions from the outside, 
just by propaganda alone. We have got to be inside and active. Trade 
union militancy and syndicalism must be distinguished from what we 
believe to be the duty of a Marxist trade unionist. A Marxist goes to 
work for the purpose of winning members to his party and influencing 
the unions along the line of its policies. The possibilities for real 
serious work in the trade unions are considerable, we must grasp 
this with all hands. We havé examples where our comrades have 
been able to do considerable work in their factories and industries. 
Because we had party members in a particular industry it has been 
possible to make important successes. We understand and recognise 
that we have to penetrate the trade unions and industry and place 
our people in key positions.” 

While the Communists have been using their front group, 
the (badly-named) ‘Liaison Committee for the Defence of Trade 
Unions’, The Trotskyites have not been idle. They have matched the 
Communists almost meeting for meeting, demo for demo, in an 
effort to win the left militants. For this purpose they set up their 
own front, the ‘All Trades Union Alliance’ (to which incidentally, 
no trade union is allied). This front organises national conferences, 
mostly in Manchester, at which about 4,000 Trotskyites and other 
militants discuss such tactics as flying pickets, work-ins and 
revolutionary strategy. 

In 1973 the Socialist Labour League decided to change its 
name and adopt a strategy similar but more openly revolutionary to 
that of the Communist Party. A £100,000 fund was launched in 
Workers Press, which was almost reached by November 4th 1973 
when 3,000 cadres at Hammersmith Odeon in London, formed the 
‘Workers Revolutionary Party’. Some 50 actors and actresses 
attended this meeting — some internationally famous, i.e. Harry 
Corbett of ‘Steptoe and Son’, Nyree Dawn Porter of the ‘Forsyte 
Saga’ and Vanessa Redgrave. Vanessa Redgrave later stood as the 
WRP candidate at Newham N.E. in the General Election. 

Gerry Healy stated at an election meeting that there was an 
urgent need for an even bigger party because, “‘at this very moment, 
the Tory Government is setting up concentration camps for workers 
outside every major city,” Healy’s fanatical followers accepted this 
without question. Healy has also repeatedly stressed the need to 
“smash the state apparatus”. And in a menacing tone Workers Press 
of Nov. 6th ‘73 stated clearly the new party’s aims: “We fight to 
win many thousands of members for the new Workers Revolutionary 
Party and throw out the reformist leaders of the trade unions and 
Labour Party. We take up this struggle from the standpoint of 
preparing the working class for the actual smashing of the Capitalist 
State. For the achievement of these aims, the transformation of the 
Socialist Labour League into the Revolutionary Party is of absolute 
necessity.” 
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JOHN BALL 


THE REAL 
CONSPIRACY 


THE NATIONAL FRONT has, probably 
more than any other political party, drawn 
attention to the fact that Britain is an over- 
crowded country and as such must always 
take careful stock of the size and nature of 
its population. Repatriation of coloured 
immigrants and their descendants and 
dependants is the keystone of our pro- 
gramme of population control for Britain. 

However, in recent years, a sinister 
element has crept into the population 
stabilisation lobby, one, furthermore, which 
can hardly represent either the best interests 
of the individual or of the country as a 
whole. We, the British public, are now being 
urged from many sides, both within and 
without the establishment, of the desira- 
bility of restricting family sizes. We are 
threatened with disaster if we fail to stabilise 
our population. We are even told how much 
better things would be if there were less 
people in Britain. Consequently, a whole 
new population control industry has arisen. 
The Government sees fit to indoctrinate the 
public 'in the need for contraception legisla- 
tion of a most objectionable nature. This 
has been passed, such as the legalising of 
vascectomy operations for reasons other 
than purely medical ones. 

The abortion act, which in itself, is a 
perfectly adequate piece of legislation, has 
been so ‘liberally’ misinterpreted, that this 
country now has virtual abortion on demand. 
In those areas such as Birmingham and Glas- 
gow, where the spirit of the abortion law has 
been rigidly upheld by the local health com- 
mittees, powerful pressure groups such as 
the British (sic) Pregnancy Advisory Service, 
are providing facilities elsewhere, and at the 
same time launching what amounts to a 
vindictive smear campaign against the oppo- 
nents of the permissive attitude toward 
abortion, including such courageous Labour 
M.P.’s as Leo Abse and Bill Price. (This 
fact means, of course, that a moral issue 
such as this will transcend the bounds of 
party politics). True, one hears that black 
women frequently avail themselves of abor- 
tion facilities, and that since 1968 there has 
been a fall in the number of mixed — race 
births, but does a bad means ever justify a 
desirable end? 

What then, could the outcome of all 
this be? Already, in the wake of vast 
government — assisted propaganda, it is 
becoming almost a social stigma for couples 
to have children. 

Somehow, the quality of life has 
degenerated to an all time low, as some 
people even boast how they are doing their 


Page fourteen 


bit by not having a family. 

A society with an increasing proportion 
of elderly people will always create some 
difficulties, but we find that these are 
themselves minimal compared with the real 
threat facing Britain in the coloured birth- 
rate. Make no mistake, for as the white 
birthrate in Britain falls, so the number of 
births to coloured women continues to 
rise. The general public is fobbed off with 
excuses about ‘great strides’ being made in 
family-planning amongst immigrant com- 
munities, but the nature and age distribu- 
tion of the coloured communities is such 
that each year brings more coloured births 
in Britain and less white ones, and this trend 
will, so we are told, continue into the for- 
seeable future. Surely, there is a lesson to 
be learned from the trend towards Britain 
having a 10—15 per-cent coloured population 
before stability is reached. 


LARGER LABOUR FORCE 


But there is worse to come! An 
expanding economy (however artificial or 
short lived) requires an ever larger labour 
force. In 15 or 20 years time, we could well 
experience what the establishment would 
describe as ‘a dangerous labour shortage’ 
which could be ‘aleviated’ only by the 
further importation of coloured immigrants 
on a scale now hardly envisaged. Let’s 
face it, this could happen. After all, who 
would have thought in 1954 that twenty 
years afterwards, there would be 2 - 3 
million coloured residents in Britain? 

I feel I should clarify one matter at 
this stage. I am not advocating that our 
government should deliberately encourage 
people to have large families as did the 
pre — war governments of Italy, Germany 
and, more recently, Soviet Russia. Nor am I 
adopting the attitude of certain churches 
toward contraception. Encouraging too many 
births as a kind of political ‘cannon — 
fodder’ is as morally wrong as encouraging 
an anti — family concept. Both ways degrade 
the quality of life. 

What about those well — meaning but 
totally misguided liberal do-gooders who 
act as foster parents to blacks? In this 
country, Asians have, for the most part, an 
exemplary record in bringing up their own 
children, but in contrast, ‘the blacks (West 
Indians and Africans) have a notorious habit 
of abandoning their offspring. Very subtle 
propaganda has persuaded some trendy 


people to become foster — parents to blacks 
as the latest ‘in - thing’ in fashionable leftist 
circles. In reality, the sole purpose is to 
facilitate a situation in which blacks would 
be brought up as whites and therefore, 
upon reaching adolescence, would be more 


‘likely to demand a say in the running of 


society for the benefit of the blacks. Also, 
the psychological effect upon white children 
in the neighbourhood would be to create a 
situation for the acceptance of blacks into 
our society as the normal thing. Obviously 
this would fit in with the internationalist 
monopolist scheme for society. 


NOT HIGH IDEALS 


One should not think of these trendy 
liberal do - gooders as people fired by high 
ideals. If they really had the feelings of others 
at heart they would not parade round the 
towns or districts where they live with their 
black wards. I can speak both for myself 
and for very many other people when 
asserting that the sight of such a spectacle 
is both deeply upsetting and very nauseating. 
Our feelings are not respected by the trendies, 
so why should we respect theirs. And what 
of the black foster — children themselves? 
Well they only suffer when they grow up 
and realise their false identity. The few 
cases where such foster — children have 
already grown up, as also those of mixed 
race in an otherwise white community, 
show that on reaching their later teens they 
experience the shock of social rejection far 
more than they would have done had they 
been brought up within their own black 
communities. Thus, as well as the white 
neighbours suffering, so too do the black 
wards and even at some later stage their 
guardians. The incidence of drugs, crime 
and mental frustration is thus that much 
greater amongst these unfortunate blacks. 
Only the unscupulous establishment stands 
to gain from this predicament. 

Finally, it is worth recalling that last 
year one of those population control groups 
marched in London. They were only a 
hundred or so in number and each one 
carried a billboard bearing a picture of an 
endearing baby child. Each supposedly 
represented 2 proportion of the annual net 
natural increase in our population. This 
group of marchers called for less of these 
beautiful children to be born, presumably 
in the national interest. To have represented 
the true nature of the increase in Britain’s 
population however, at least half of the 
children depicted should have been coloured. 
But then, it is doubtful if such a travesty of 
racial injustice would have been shown on 
the television screens by B.B.C. news and 
I.T.N., who feel there to be more news 
value in such a 100-or-so-strong demonstra- 
tion than in the 4000 strong National Front 
remembrance day parade at the Cenotaph 
last year. 


A.M. WADE 


THE SIEGE OF 
THE BRITISH 


~ECONOMY 


WE ARE now witnessing the supreme 
humiliation of the British people, and the 
trance like behaviour of all authorities and 
political parties, threatened with an oncoming 
tidal wave of inflation, yet not knowing 
what to do other than borrowing huge 
sums of money from abroad at unspecified 
high rates, thus parting with more and 
more of our already denuded national 
sovereignty. 

Parliament squabbles about trivial 
matters which have no substantial bearing 
on the economy while the really vital 
matter of crippling interest rates is carefully 
avoided altogether. 

At long last one impressive group of 
economists has had the temerity to place the 
responsibility for the present (and forth- 
coming) inflation squarely where it belongs, 
namely with the successive governments for 
allowing the banking system to increase the 
supply of money at such an excessive rate. 
This however was implicit in the new rules 
which came into force in 1971 without any 
observable objection from the economists. 
This provided the City with the best run it 
has ever had in peace time, but the tide 
has turned and many have been ruined by 
taking City advice on investments. The 
answer to these unfortunate people who 
accepted expert advice is noteworthy. 
Speaking of the collapse of Nation Life 
Insurance Co., the financial editor of the 
Daily Telegraph said: “The blame for this 
unfortunate collapse lies squarely with 
Nation Life. The ultimate responsibility 
for any individual losses lies with each 
policyholder. No one in this country is yet 
forced to take out a life policy or buy a 
guaranteed income bond or invest in a 
property bond issued by one office and 
not another.” (9.7.74). 


CRUEL DECEPTION 


We now see the cruel deception 
involved in selling promises based on profits 
from property appreciation arising out of 
inflation. The national savings were diverted 
from a sound policy of investment in 
British industry at a steady rate of interest 
by this seductive policy of high interest rates 


from speculation, thus creating the present 
situation of near poverty at home, coupled 
with unprecedented borrowing from abroad, 
with which all politicians (excepting Mr. 
Powell) have agreed. 

The Only Solution is to stop all 
further borrowing of new money, whether 
from abroad or at home. The policy of 
borrowing from private sources which are 
allowed to create money and credit is for 
the State both foolish and unnecessary, and 
has created all the present financial 
problems. 

New money must be provided, not 
for increased leisure, entertainment, travel. 
unwanted aircraft, or cars, but for new 
homes, hospitals, factories, Post Office 
equipment etc. And this new money should 
be provided at low interest by the Bank 
of England. 

Interest on money can only be paid 
out of production, in the long term. 
Pensions too can only be honoured in 


goods and services. If they are not available 
in sufficient quantity then pensions funds 
mean nothing. For the last thirty years we 
have seen these facts of life disregarded in 
favour of quick profits and slick argu- 
ments. Politicians of all parties now stand 
discredited as a result. The National Front 
alone comes forward with an honest policy 
capable of revitalising the nation and _re- 
building the national sovereignty, so will- 
fully dispersed by recent governments. 


COALITION A FRAUD 


A coalition to save the nation is a 
cruel fraud if no one believes it possible 
to stop inflation. All are prisoners of the 
system into which they entered when they 
took up politics. The words of the financial 
editor of the Daily Telegraph rings in one’s 
mind: “The ultimate responsibility for any 
individual losses lies with the policyholder.” 
Possibly the ultimate responsibility for the 
mess we are now in lies with the public for 
‘buying a guaranteed income bond’ issued 
by the Bank of England, and successive 
governments — in other words, for accepting 
promises made on paper expressed in 
pounds sterling which now lose value at the 
rate of about 25 per-cent a year. There is 
only one decent thing for politicians and 
economists to do now, namely to admit 
their error and agree to a revision of 
national financial policy in order to provide 
a just and stable money system, which is a 
first requisite for good government. 
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SIR: It will not have escaped your notice 
that the latest Race Relations Board and 
Community Race Relations Reports are 
once again full of complaints about our 
discrimination against the immigrants — 
be it in the factory, job allocation, housing, 
youth work — you name it, they can point 
the finger of prejudice against us. Is not the 
time long overdue, therefore, in fact of such 
massive and increasing immigrant discontent, 
to call an immediate halt to all immigration, 
and return these people to their own kind. 
Despite what the race relations industry 
alleges, we know the incredible and monu- 
mental efforts made by the majority of 
Englishmen and women to accept and 
minister to their needs. I told the Race 
Relations Board’s interviewer that a small 
minority of race-obsessed, phoney idealists 
and do-gooders, backed by unwanted 
Government legislation, have destroyed all 
possibility of harmony between white and 
coloured people in Britain. It is their fault, 
not ours, and there is not the ‘slightest 
chance that it can now succeed. Teachers, 
doctors, nurses, and a host of other English 
people are fleeing before the increasingly 
unmanageable problems of the immigrant 
concentration in city centres; how long can 
they escape what the rest of us have to 
live with, and where is it all going to end? 
Let me pass on to you one statistic which is 
characteristic of many of our cities today: 
“For every 12 white children born there are 
184 coloured”. (From a Midland town’s 1973 
Health Report). 

We have got to work hard with our 
“Gentle Rebellion” and make it crystal 
clear to all those in authority that our 
intention now must be to divest ourselves 
of the problem in the most compassionate 
way open to us. Our determination mustbe 
firmly to avert open conflict because it is 
unthinkable that a great country like ours 
should resort to violent reaction against 
other Commonwealth citizens. It has be- 
come all too obvious that the great majority 
of them are “here for the beer”: the 
solution would seem, therefore, to lie in 
the drying up of that beer by the imple- 
mentation of “The Gentle Rebellion”. 
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According to very recent reports we already 


have double the number of people we can. 


feed: to halt all further immigration is surely 
imperative, yet no one ever even suggests 
it. Why not? 

I hope you will write about this 
wherever and whenever you can: and please 
speak about it too — either publicly or 
privately. To hush it up is a certain recipe for 
disaster. And please work harder than 
ever to bring sanity and peace back to our 
beloved land. 

LADY JANE BIRDWOOD 
London SW5 


SIR: I have heard reports of strange events 
at an ex-R.A.F. airfield near Banbury, 
namely that about 8 tons of food has been 
delivered there when there is apparently 
only a skeleton staff of 14, that all sign- 
posts to the airfield have been removed, 
that postmen and tradespeople in the area 
have seen Asians and that ‘D’ notices have 
been stopped on the ‘Press’ concerning this 
(not that the ‘Press’ nowadays seem to 
need much pressure to withold news)!. 


I have heard that the Asians are from 


Kenya and the suspicion is that a ‘deal’ has 
been done by the Government. 


While all this is only what I have heard, 
at the same time I would not put anything 
past any of the politicians in the cesspool of 
Westminster. 

I do wish there was some way of 
verifying this. 

MRS VALERIE BITTNER 
Otford, Kent 


SIR: I have just read in the National Press, 
that in London, during the past two months, 
the results of the trials at the Old Bailey of 
two immigrants. In the first case a West 
Indian was given a two-year suspended 
sentence for the killing of a white Londoner, 
and in the second case an Indian was given 
an 18-month suspended sentence for the 
rape of a French Au-pair girl. In both of these 
cases, the convicted men have got away 
scot-free! I have just been fined £15 for a 
minor motoring offence, and, not being able 
to take advantage of the Race Relations 
Board, could not opt for a suspended sen- 
tence. Therefore it would appear that even 
High Court Judges (literally) sit in obvious 
fear of this dreadful organisation. 
COLIN GIBBON 
Pontypridd, Glam. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


published in the 7he Times. 


Demonstration sequel 
From Mr Ernest Pendrous 
Sir, As an ex-RAF war-time pilot, 
with over 500 hours as the captain 
of one of his Majesty’s aircraft, on 
Training Command, I think I am 
entitled to take exception to being 
referred to as a fascist, a racist, and 
now it appears, a baboon. 

I recently joined the National 
Front as an associate member, and 


on June 15 took part in my first-ever 
public demonstration. The march 
was orderly, it was good-natured, and 


it was lawful : it also included many 
women and children. 

It seems that other factions pub- 
licly announced that they were out 
to “smash” the National Front ; 
and quite rightly our wonderful 

olice force were concerned with 
aw and order. The National Front 
members walked along their pre- 
scribed route: sometimes amid 
hurled stones, and hurled abuse. 
None of these were returned. Some 
of our members were hurt: none of 
the other group were hurt by us. 

Towards the end of the route we 
were stopped by the police, because 
there was a fracas going on in Red 
Lion Square. Some of our younger, 
and noisier, members set up a chant 
of “National Front puts Britain 
first”, but this I rather think was 


not the action of a baboon colony. 
Eventually we followed the police 
diversion, which had been set up 
for us. I understand that over 50 of 
the rival group members were 
arrested: no members of the 
National Front were arrested. 

Is it then fair, I would ask, that 
Mr Neil McElligott, the Marlborough 
Street court magistrate, should re- 
fer to me and my colleagues, as he 
did in his remarks yesterday on the 
Red Lion Square incident, included 
in the words: “. .. two opposing 
groups of baboons, or people who be- 
haved like baboons, having to be 
kept apart by the wretched police 
officers in the centre”. 

The magistrate was trying a 
demonstrator who admitted to 
shouting anti-fascist slogans. But 
there were no members of the 
National Front, in that court, nor 
in any other, who were being tried 
for anything—excepting by false 
association, and in their absence— 
it would seem. 

Perhaps I shall be forgiven if I 
say that not the word “baboon” 
but the word “ kangaroo” seems to 
me to be the more apposite at this 
moment. 

Yours faithfully, 
ERNEST PENDROUS, 
2 Twyford Court, 
Twyford Avenue, W3. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Press lies to protect immigrants 


The Birmingham Evening Mail is among 
the worst offenders in the matter of racially- 
motivated fact-suppression. For example, on 
22nd July, a report by Barry Dillon entitled 
““Battle-scared residents appeal for new 
homes” stated: 

“Residents scared by ‘battles’ in a 
Birmingham suburb today appealed for 
immediate rehousing . . . If they can’t be 
rehoused they want a big rates reduction 
because of the danger on their doorsteps. 
The residents, many of whom are unwilling 
to be named because they fear reprisals, say 
that every week there is a ‘pitched battle’ 
outside their homes. 

“The residents say that they have to 
bolt their homes as gangs of up to 40 people 
aged between 15 and 40 fight it out in the 
roadway ... they say the mobs are equipped 
with an ‘arsenal’ of weapons — knives, iron 
bars, bayonets, sticks with spikes on, 
hatchets, whips and car jacks. 

“Following the latest street clash, 
seven ambulances were called to cope with 
the injured. Several were rushed to hospital 
with serious injuries. Mrs. Rosina Robinson, 
72, of Gladstone Road, said: ‘I would move 
tomorrow. They are just killing each other in 
the street. It is horrible. On one occasion, I 
found one man lying on the ground in an 
alleyway. Another man was standing near 
to him with a bayonet threatening to chop 
off his head.’ 

“Another resident, Mr. Rory Casey, 
said: ‘I always make sure I drive right up to 
my house when I come home at night. Packs 
of people roam the street hurling insults at 
anyone who is alone. I would be very 
nervous of walking down here alone.’ 

“Mrs. Susan Burns said she was terrified 
to let her three children aged eleven, nine 
and eight, out to play: ‘It’s like something 
from a gangster film — no, it’s worse than 
a ee 

Nowhere in this 14 paragraph report 
was there any mention of the identity of 
the brawling savages. The photo accom- 
panying the story was of old Mrs. Robinson 
standing in Gladstone Road in the daytime, 
which, apart from herself and a few parked 
Cars, was empty. 

In addition to a press cutting containing 
the above-quoted report from the Evening 
Mail, I also have another press cutting from 
the same paper, and I believe of the same 
date. This cutting is only three paragraphs 
long and under the heading “Six held on 
affray charge” reads: 

“(Six men appeared before Birmingham 
Magistrates today charged with making an 


Trouble shooting 


affray in Gladstone Road, Sparkhill, yester- 
day afternoon. 

“All men were remanded in custody 
until Wednesday, July 31, after bail was 
opposed by Detective Superintendent Trevor 
Thomas. 

“The men were: Pinu Khan (44), Kala 
Khan (48), Raiset Khan (18), Sherkat Ali 
(30), Liquat Ali (22) and Mohammed Akram 
(23) all of Gladstone Road.” 

Why were these stories published 
separately? Why did not the report on 
Mrs. Robinson and her friends’ protest 
mention the fact that those engaged in the 
continual fighting in her Street were all 
Asian immigrants? 

Why is it that the fact that those who 
perpetrate appalling scenes of violence in 
Gladstone Road (turning it into a Khyber 
Pass where old White ladies tremble in fear 
behind bolted doors, where White mothers 
fear to let their children play even in the 
daytime, and where even White men fear to 
walk in the evenings) are all Coloured 
Immigrants is considered to be one which 
must be obscured? 

Such a policy — which is copied by 
almost the whole of the national and pro- 
vincial news media, press, T.V. and radio — 
does not constitute fair or honest reporting 
but deliberate lying propaganda. One can 
lie just as effectively by suppressing essential 
facts as by publishing total falsehoods. 


Press ‘Black Shirt’ Lie exposea 


it will be remembered that some 
elements of the press, trying hard to find 
something nasty to say about the National 
Front in order to ‘balance’ reports of the 
Red riot in Red Lion Square on 15th June, 
stated that “some/many members of the 
NF were wearing black shirts.” The purpose 
of this plain lie was to suggest that the NF 
was associated with the pre-war Mosleyite 
fascist Blackshirt organisation. 

So far as we can trace, the source of 
this lie was the Press Association. In the 
days after the riot, the lie was re-uttered by 
The Sunday Express, the Daily Express, The 
Sun, The Times, The Guardian, numerous 
provincial daily papers and national weekly 
news-review magazines. The lie was also 
re-published in the correspondence columns 
of many local weekly papers. 

NF members wrote to many of these 
papers to deny the lie, but these letters were 
in many cases ignored. The Sun and the 
Daily Express had the insolence to write to 
complainants supporting their belief in the 
truth of their reports in identically-worded 


letters! (How about that for evidence of 
collusion!) 

So far as I know, only one paper, the 
Wolverhampton Express & Star on 25th 
July, bothered to carry a report of an answer 
given to extreme Left Wing M.P. Arthur 
Latham by Attorney General Mr. Sam Silkin 
as to why NF members were not being 
prosecuted for “‘wearing black shirt uni- 
forms at the Red Lion Square demon- 
stration.” 

The Attorney General replied: “The 
police inform me that at no time during the 
meeting and march did they observe any 
person wearing a black shirt or other dress 
that could be construed as uniform for the 
purposes of the Public Order Act. In these 
circumstances there is no action which I or 
the Director of Public Prosecutions can take 
in this matter.” 

Pretty conclusive, one would have 
thought. But the Express and The Sun and 
all the other cocky Fleet Street liars have not 
published the Attorney General’s reply, 
much less published a correction and 
apology. Every NF member must write to 
all the newspapers and magazines they know 
(national and local) who published the false 
report demanding a correction in view of 
the Attorney General’s categorical statement. 

While these letters should be deter- 
mined, they should not in any way ‘be even 
mildly threatening or abusive. If reluctance 
to put the record straight is experienced in 
any quarter, then send the correspondence 
to me. 


Pity Poor Tom 


Incidentally, while the NF is grateful 
to the many members who telephoned the 
Daily Telegraph Crime Correspondent, Tom 
Sandrock, whose report on the death of 
Inspector Gisborne who died after being 
kicked in the Red Lion Square riot suggested 
that the NF was involved in the attack on 
the Police, they should now cease that 
activity, and utter no more “vague threats” 
into his ear. 

He telephoned me to say that his 
original ‘copy’ had made it clear that it was 
the Liberation marchers who were involved 
in the attack on the Police, but that some 
clever sub-editor altered his report before 
sending it to the typesetters, deleting the 
word ‘Liberation’ and inserting the words 
‘National Front’. 

The day after the false report appeared 
a clear account of the riot, in which it was 
emphasised that the NF had no part in the 
attack on the Police, was published. 
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The small but extremely active Belfast 
Group of the National Front held the first 
public NF rally in Northern Ireland last 
month. The Group marched through the 
centre of Belfast to Royal Avenue, where a 
meeting was held in protest against republican 
terrorism and in particular against the holding 
of an international conference of communists 
in the city. 

The march was 50 strong when it began 
— small compared with normal NF marches 
but impressive when it is considered that the 
marchers were drawn solely from NF sup- 
porters in Northern Ireland, where the party 
is still in its infant stage. The march was 
headed by the Portadown Boys Flute Band. 

As the march proceeded it attracted 
more and more participants and by the time 
it arrived in Royal Avenue for the meeting 
at least 400 had joined the column. There 
was much applause along the route as the 
column, with the usual forest of Union 
Jacks, went by. 

The meeting was addressed by five 
local NF representatives, Councillor Michael 
Brooks, John Saxton, William Annett, 
Lindsay Mason and Stephen Brady. Bernard 
Ward was Chairman. 

A good collection was raised at the 
end of the meeting and great numbers of 
local people came forward wishing to join. 

The Belfast Group is to be con- 
gratulated on this courageous and ambitious 
enterprise, which for a unit of, as yet, small 
size showed great initiative and positive 
thinking. Although he was not among the 
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speakers, Mr. Sammy Mcllwrath, the local 
organiser, must also be praised for his big 
part in arranging the rally. 

New members are now coming in to 
the NF office from Northern Ireland at an 
unprecedented rate, and over the last two 
and a half months the entire membership 
has doubled. Activity and publicity for the 
NF in Northern Ireland has greatly increased 


since John Tyndall and Kingsley Read visited 
the province in June. Anti-Loyalist forces in 
the press are now expressing alarm at the 
growing potential of the NF in Ulster.. 

The Belfast Group is now busy 
mobilising support for the great Loyalist 
rally planned to take place in London on 
September 7th. 


As a result of rapid growth over the past 
7 months, the National Front now hopes to 
contest between 80 and 90 seats in the 
forthcoming election this October. This will 
be an extraordinary achievement considering 
that at the last election only last February 
the NF fought 54 seats and in the process 
made an immense expenditure of effort 
and money. 

Not only will the party be fighting many 
more seats, its campaign is likely to be 
better organised than last time. In the 
matter of getting election literature printed 
it is ahead of schedule, and will have the 
literature available to branches to distribute 
at a much earlier stage of the campaign. 
This will leave much more time for can- 
vassing than at the last election. 

A special national press office has been 
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set up in Westminster, frorm which will be 
issuing regular election communications to 
candidates, agents and the press. There will 
be a regular daily Election News, which will 
give up-to-date details of all election activities 
throughout the country, and also Election 
Brief, which will provide a regular commen- 
tary on political affairs during the election, 
and give out the official NF line on the main 
issues that arise. The office is within easy 
reach of Fleet Street and there will be 
regular morning press conferences there. A 
team of runners will deliver press statements 
to Fleet Street by hand as they are printed. 
Public meetings are being held all over 
the country, with leading party speakers 
supporting the candidates. The Party Chair- 
man, John Tyndall, has completed two 
tours of the North of England, one of the 


NF fights around 90 seats in Election 


Midlands and one of the West of England. 
Other well known party speakers, including 
Martin Webster, will be speaking at several 
meetings in the South East of England, 
where the biggest concentration of candidates 
will be fighting. 


PLEASE NOTE 


Readers will note that this is a 
bi-monthly issue, due to the strain of 
the election on our printers. The next 
will be the same, covering 
and appearing 


issue 
November/December 
near the end of November. Normal 
monthly publication will resume in 
January 1975. 


Typical shot of red rabble on march route 
(right). 


ULSTER 
MARCH: 
RED 
THREATS 
FAIL TO 
STOP NF. 


Despite threats by extreme left-wing 
groups for the preceeding two months that 
it would be stopped, the National Front 
marched through London on September 7th 
in support of Loyalists in Northern Ireland 
and with the slogan ‘Smash the I.R.A.’. 

Apart from the threats of the lunatic 
left, the authorities did all they could to 
hamper the march and meeting scheduled 


to take place. After the NF had put in an- 


application to use Hyde Park as a meeting 
place they delayed replying until the last 
moment, when they sent to the NF a set of 
conditions for the use of the Park, which 
would have involved paying out many 
thousands as an indemnity against injury to 
persons and damage to property caused by 
the NF’s opponents. Naturally, the NF 
refused and selected instead to march to 
Lincolns Inn Fields and hold their meeting 
there. 

Then the authorities ordered the police 
to stop all NF members’ coaches coming to 
London from the provinces and search them 
for “offensive weapons” — despite the fact 
that all the threats and violence had come 
from their opponents. These searches 
delayed the coaches for an average of an 
hour and a half, and as a result about 400 
people never arrived for the march on time. 

Despite this diminution of numbers a 
column estimated by the Sunday Telegraph 
as 1,500 strong set off from Victoria 
Embankment. It marched through the West 
End accompanied by a rabble of filthy, 
unwashed left-wingers, screaming obscenities 
constantly along the route. NF kept 
admirable discipline throughout. 

At the meeting at the end of the route 
the marchers were addressed by Martin 
Webster, Andrew Fountaine, Kingsley Read, 
Michael Brooks and John Tyndall, all of 


the NF, and by two guest speakers from. 


Northern Ireland. 
A collection of over £600 was raised to 
help fight the coming General Election. 


MONEY 
NEEDED NOW 


As this issue goes to press the General Election is less than 2 
weeks away. The National Front has made an enormous effort to 
make the biggest possible impact in the election and has succeeded 
in putting up 90 candidates. As you receive your copy there are 
still a few days to go before polling day, and finances are now very 
low. If you give generously, the NF can use these last few days to 
maximum effect in the way of publicity. Not only this — after the 
election the NF must recoup its finances to make capital out of its 
election publicity and prepare for future campaigns. 

Send your donations to: National Front General Election Fund, 
50 Pawsons Road, Croydon, Surrey, CRO 2Q0F. 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 50 Pawsons Road, Croydon 
puts CRO 20F, Surrey. (Tel. 01-684 3730) 


Britain 


First 


The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 


spent. 
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DIAGNOSIS OF THE 
HEALTH SERVICE AND 
ITS TREATMENT 


THE present state of the health service is 
just the final outcome of many years of 
blundering by successive governments in the 
running, and utilisation of the health service. 
The national press will not of course reflect 
upon this, but would rather try to direct 
the attention of the general public onto 
the feud between that lady of dubious 
origins, Mrs. Esther Brookstone, and our 
overworked and dedicated consultants. 

The concept of a state health service is 
very worthy and capable of a very high 
degree of success if managed properly. The 
formula for success is: contributions equal 
required outgoings. Originally when the 
health service was first founded this formula 
was. adhered to as far as it was possible. 
However the rot first begun under the 
Conservative administration of 1959 — 1964 
when the then Minister of Health, Mr. Enoch 
Powell, together with his fellow Cabinet 
colleagues decided that rather than increase 
the cost of the National Insurance stamp, 
and upset their socialist associates, they 
would overcome the then staff shortage in 
hospitals by importing cheap labour from 
the Commonwealth. It can be argued that 
hospital work is a vocation, but a vocation 
does not always provide a roof over one’s 
head or the decent standard of living to 
which any hard working member of the 
indigenous population is entitled. This is 
only what is being demanded now, however, 
not only by people who have given many 
years to the health service but, it would 
appear from the newsreels that we see, by a 
large number of militant aliens whose age 


alone prohibits them from having made any 


significant contribution to the service. 


SUFFICIENT MONEY 


The required Outgoings part of the 
equation that was previously mentioned 
means sufficient money to provide the 
necessary equipment, services, and salaries to 
maintain a satisfactory standard of curative 
and preventive medicine. However the sum 
required to meet these standards would be 
astronomic due to the amount of disease, 
and illness that we import by way of immi- 
grants, i.e. The West Indians, with their almost 
natural susceptibility to Venereal Disease, 
and the Asians, with their Tuberculosis, 
Small Pox, and other tropical-orientated 
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diseases. We must not of course overlook the 
great demands made by the immigrants on 
the health service by their prolific birth 
rate (according to Prof. Clifford Thomas of 
Southampton University this is 800% higher 
than that of the indigenous population). The 
problem of immigrant childbirth, even 
forgetting the numbers involved, is that they 
live in such disgusting conditions in general 
that even though medically it would be satis- 
factory for them to bear their children at 


home, hygenically it would be lethal in. 


many cases. The resultant effect is that 
they invariably occupy ,almost exclusively 
the maternity wards in the areas that they 
patronise, often to the exclusion, and 
occasional detriment of the indigenous 
population. 


FIT MUST PAY FOR THE SICK 


The Contributions part of the equation 
is of course elementary in that they must 
work like any other insurance, i.e. the fit 
pay for the sick. However if an insurance 
company took on everyone from whom it 
received a proposal it would soon go 
bankrupt, as everyone requiring an immediate 
claim would soon sign on. So we have 
deduced that our health service must be 
selective, but how can you make the health 
service selective?. The answer lies in the 
full title of the health service “the National 
Health service”, in other words the health. 
service should be exclusively for the benefit 
of the nationals, the indigenous population 
who have fought, and worked for this 
country all their lives, and of course their 
dependants and descendants. Should any 
alien wish to participate in this service they 
should have to prove that they have paid 
their National Insurance stamp for, say, 10 
years, or whatever period an Actuary 
considers necessary, or pay the full cost. 

To examine the private sector of the 
health service, it must be looked at from two 
aspects. Firstly, why should doctors be 
prohibited from supplementing their income 
by extra work on a private basis — when one 
bears in mind the salary they can command 
overseas, or the wage a miner commands for 
just operating machinery in unpleasant 
conditions for a mere 40 hours, in relation 
to a doctor’s years of training often followed 
up by a 80-hour week? Why should people 


be prohibited from paying for their medical 
treatment in order to secure a few extra 
comforts when they are also paying their 
share in the state system? Many people who 
belong to private health insurance schemes, 
including the author of this article, do so 
purely in order that should they at any 
time require medical attention they are in a 
position to choose the doctor that treats 
them. As we all know, in the state system 
your doctor could be an immigrant who, apart 
from not being able to speak the language, 
might only have medical qualifications 
amounting to a boy scout’s badge in first 
aid and G.C.E. “O” Level in Biology. The 
B.M.A. has admitted that it is unable to 
check up on all immigrant doctor qualifica- 
tions, but they do the best that is possible. 
Secondly, why should we stop private 
patients in health service hospitals when we 
consider that private patients utilise only 
1 per-cent of health service facilities, but 
contribute 4 per-cent to the cost of the 
Health Service? This must keep the cost of 
the National Insurance stamp down, and 
therefore add to the success of the Health 
Service. Looked at another way, aliens 
coming to this country for health treat- 
ment and paying over the odds must be 
better than aliens immigrating to this 
country and utilising the Health Service 
without as much as paying for their medical 
card. 


NATIONAL FRONT POLICY 


The Health Service has been diagnosed 
but what is the treatment? The answer lies in 
the National Front policy statement, as do 
most of the answers to today’s problems. 
Stop immigration and start repatriation. 
With this policy most of the abuses of the 
health system would disappear, coupled with 
the other drains on the funds provided by 
the National Health stamp being greatly 
decreased, thus providing more funds to 
pay realistic salaries to the health service 
staff. There is also another form of revenue 
to be utilised. Many countries send their 
students, both undergraduate and post 
graduate, to this country for their medical 
education, which at the moment we are 
most pleased to undertake often at no 
charge and always at the expense of our 
own aspiring doctors. We are told that there 
is a shortage of doctors, but take a look at 
the students at any medical school and see 
how many are indigenous — 50 per-cent? 
We should not withold our medical know- 
ledge from other nations, but we should only 
take them when there is sufficient space for 
extra in our medical schools, and when we 
do an economic charge should be levied on 
their countries of origin. With adequate 
funds and nationalist-orientated management 
the Health Service can be the finest in the 
world and no longer a prospective bastion 
for international socialism. 
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